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some expenses beyond the bare necessities of 
living; and I do think that if we allow him $1,200 
per annum, it would not be extravagant. ft is less 
than any of the clerks of the Departments here 
receive under the law lately passed. 

Mr. DEAN. [I have no desire to detain the 
committee. 1 would inquire whether the ques- 
tion can be divided—whether a separate vote can 
be had on the proposition to increase the fencing 
teacher’s salary only? 

The CHAIRM AN. The gentleman can move 
to amend by striking out all of the Senate’s amend- 
ment, except that providing for an increase of the | 
salary of the fencing-master. 

Mr. DEAN. Then for the purpose of testing 
the question, | move to strike out that portion of 
the Senate’s amendment relating to the increase 
of the salaries of the professors of drawing and 
French. 1 wish they might all be raised; but | 
desire to test the question. 

Mr. SAGE. What is the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: 

«Phat the compensation of the professors of French and 
drawing be made equal to that of the professors in the 
other departments. ”? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. How will the amend- 
ment of the Senate then read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will read: 

«For compensation of the master of the sword, $1,200 
per annum.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I shouid like some 
gentieman to tell me what the other professors get. 

Mr. DEAN. Two thousand a year, and the 
professors of French and drawing, $1,500 a 
year. That there may be no misunderstanding, 
| will state that | have offered this amendment 
for the purpose of getting a separate vote on the 
two propositions embraced in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. I should really be glad if some 
gentleman would tell me why the professors of 
drawing and French at West Point should be paid 
42,000 a year, when similar professors, equally 
efficient, no doubt, can be had in the private acad- 
emies of the country for less than half the money? 

Several MemBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes,[ say for less than half the 
money; and half the professors in the colleges of 
the country do not get over $1,000. 

Mr. DEAN. Well, L propose to strikeout that 
part of the Senate’s amendment which provides 
increased compensation for the professors of 
French and drawing. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia does not understand the proposition. The 
amendment of my colleague, (Mr. Dean,] if 
adopted, will let the salaries of those professors 
stand as they now are. 

Mr. PRATT. I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman from New York, if, in addition to $2,000 
« year, the professors do not have their private 
quarters furnished them ? 

Mr. DEAN. 
man means by ** private quarters. ”’ 

_ Mr. PRATT. Houses for their families to live 

in. 
Mr. DEAN. They have houses to live in, but 
ho rations, or any thing of that kind. 

Mr. PRATT. That is what I understand, and 
that is quite enough. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to know 
whether, if the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New York should prevail, we should 
be denied the privilege of voting upon the salary 
of the gentleman who teaches the sword exercise? 

Mr. DEAN, Oh, no. 

Mr. BISSELL. That will be the next question. 

Mr. DEAN. The object of my amendment is 
‘0 separate the two questions. 

he question was then taken on Mr. Dean’s 

amendment; and it was agreed to. 

. Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. { would be glad, if 

bein order, to move to add after the words 
per annum ”’ the following words: 


And the pay of the cadets shall be increased to $28 20 


per month. 
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I do not know what the gentle- | 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. It is, that the proposed amendment 
is not in order; in the first piace because it is not 
germane to the pending amendment; and in the 
second place because the pay of the cadets is pro- 
vided for in the bill which has been passed upon 
by the Senate, and it is not now within the con- 
trol of the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think the amendment is in 
order, but the Chair can decide the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds-that the 
proposed amendment is not in order, not being 
germane to the subject. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Let me say to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that what he desires is provided 
for in another bill, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suppose, if the 
section is stricken out, that the salary which the 
teacher in fencing now receives would still be the 
same. I move to strike out the section. In sub- 
mitting the motion, I desire some one, who is fa- 
miliar with the subject, to inform me how much 
time the teacher of the sword exercise is engaged 
during each day. 

Mr. BISSELL. I will answer the gentleman 
as far as [ can, with a great deal of pleasure. I 
do not suppose, by any means, that this man is 
engaged in teaching the sword exercise from sun- 
rise to sundown; but | presume that he is engaged 
ten hours ina day. He has some five classes to 
teach; and being required to attend so often to his 
duties there, it is quite out of the question that he 
can carry on any other business there or else- 
where. Our chaplain here does not employ in 
his duties more than three or four minutes in the 
course of the day, but we do not pay him accord- 
ing to the time he spends here. ‘The gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru,] as well as myself, 
are not engaged in official duties ordinarily more 
than three or four hours in a day, but our constit- 


| uents never think of paying us in proportion to 


the time we spend here. They send us from our 
business and homes to this city, to attend to the 
duties which they think proper to devolve upon 
us; and when we get here they pay us what they 
suppose is a liberal compensation. Suppose they 
should insist upon paying us according to the 
time we were actually in session. What would 
the gentleman from Virginia think of it? It is 
enough for me to say, that the master of the sword 
exercise is required to be upon the spot at certain 
hours, and perform his duties as teacher, and of 
course he cannot be engaged in other business 
there or elsewhere. 
to what the gentleman has said, or does the gen- 
tleman desire to know the precise number of hours 
and minutes he is engaged each day? 

Mr. SMITH. 1 merely desire information 
upon this subjéct. I look upon the practice of 
sword exercise as more distinguished for strength 
of muscle and quickness of eye, than foranything 
else. The acquisition of the art is within the 
reach of every one of ordinary ability, and of 
course the qualification is possessed by many 
persons whose services may be readily command- 
ed. We know, also, that none of the respon- 
sibilities of the ordinary professors devolve upon 
him. 


Mr. BISSELL. Nor is he paid as much as 


the other professors. 

Mr. SMITH. It is well known to all that 
there is no obligation imposed upon him to remain 
in the institution all thetime. He can as well live 
across the river, as in the institution. He has 
only to come forward in the course of the day, 
attend at his room, instruct his classes, and then 
go where he chooses, and devote himself to what 
business he may desire, as our professors of lan- 

_ guages do in this city, who after instruction given 
here, go to Georgetown and other places. Now, 
I think, that for services three or four hoursa day, 
$750 is enough. Atany rate, I should be glad if 
any gentleman will tell me of another man, thus 
proficient, and thus employed, who gets as much 
money. I doubt whether there is. 


| A 


Is not that a sufficient answer | 


oice. The clerks under the Government. |, 
Mr. SMITH. Do not point me to evidence to || amendment pending to the Senate amendment? 
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be found in the clerkships under this Govern- 
ment. I confess I have had no hand in that mat- 
ter, and I state it here with satisfaction. Their 
salaries are too yreat, but their condition is alto- 
gether different from that of the individual of 
whom | am speaking. The clerks are required to 
be qualified in a variety of ways, as well as to be 
men of integrity. The salaries are not rightly 
regulated, and if some gentleman would devise a 
plan by which they should be paid in proportion 
to their labors, he would render a great service to 
the country. 


A Member. 
or four hours. 

Mr.SMITH. Let me say to gentlemen, that 
although we, as members of Congress, are in this 
Hall but three or four hours a day, yet if we are 
true and diligent in the performance of our duties, 
very few of us get off with less than fourteen 
hours a day of persevering labor. I know the 
fact to be so. Every member who gives himself 
to the performance of his duties, labors as much as 


that. There may be some members who desire 
to be here for pleasure, but 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DEAN. I only rise to answer the ques- 
tion which the gentleman has put. This institu- 
tion is not situated in my district, but it is so near 
to it that I have been there frequently, and know 
something about the duties of this man. There 
are constantly four classes in that institation, who 
occupy the time of this professor to the exclusion 
of everything else. He can engage in nothing 
else. The training of these classes commences 
in winter at six o’clock, and in summer one hour 
earlier. The professor who is engaged there can 
go into no other business whatever; and the only 
question now is, whether §750 is sufficient pay 
for a person who is qualified to be sent there, and 
whom you are willing to send there, to train the 
young men of the country who are to be put at 


We are engaged here only three 





| the head of your armies in time of war? 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would inquire of 
the gentleman how long the instruction continues 
each day to each class? 

Mr. LEAN. For one hour to each class. 

Mr. SMITH. Does he teach each of these 
classes every day? 

Mr. DEAN. I presume he does noton Sunday. 

Mr. SMITH. Then he instructs each class 
only one hour a day? 

Mr. DEAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the 
sort of exercise which is required. To besure, it 
is, to some extent, physical exercise, but it is the 
most exhausting physical exercise you can con- 
ceive. Labor by the day is nothing in compari- 
son to it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man one question, and I hope he will answer it, 
for I assure him it involves a consideration that 


will have much weight in determining my vote 


upon this amendment. If we refuse to give this 
man $1,200 will he resign? [Laughter.} 

Mr. HUNT. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me to say a word? 

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir, | will, if the gentleman 
is going to speak for the Senate amendment, 
{Laughter.]} 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, the fencing-mas- 
ter employed at the Military Academy ought to 
be a gentleman whe is fit to associate with young 
men of high character. He is, usually, a man 
taken from the ranks of some foreign service, who 
is out of emplc yment at home; and such a gentle- 
man ought not to receive a compensation less than 
that which this amendment of the Senate proposes 
to give him. He should be able to give advice in 
reference to questions of honor. Something more 
is required than the more physical force ofa clown. 
He should be something more than merely strong 
in muscle. He should be one who, by years of 
experience, has acquired great skill in the use of 
the weapon, which is a proper weapon for a gen- 
tleman of high character in his national profes- 
sion. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there any 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the |-Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hibbard, Howe, 


amendment is pending. 

Mr. JONES. J move to strike out $1,200. 

Mr. Chairman, | have moved this amendment 
for the purpose of saying a word in reference to 
the compensation of this fencing-master. The 
gentleman from New York has stated that his com- 
pensation was $790 per annum. Now, by refer- 
ence to the Blue Book, it will be seen that the 
master of the sword at the Military Academy re- 
ceives $46 66 per month, making about $560 a 
year. In addition to this, he receives four rations 
per day. These rations are computed at twenty 
cents each, making eighty cents a day, and in- 
creasing his compensation to about $852. Then, 
in addition to this, he has quarters, making in all 
about $1,000 or $1,100 a year. 

Mr. DEAN. I said the salary of this master 
of the sword was $750 a year. I have before me 
a letter from him, in which he says his pay is only 
$72. 1 will read an extract from the letter, and 
allow him to speak for himself. He says: 

“The salary ofall the professors here is $2,000 per annum, 
with the exception of Professors Auguel and Weir, who re 
ceive 81,500. My pay is $720. This enormous difference 
between my salary and that of those gentlemen, will show 
you how poorly my services are compensated. ”’ 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the gentleman if he does 
not get as much pay as a lieutenant in the Army? 

Mr. DEAN. 1 do not know. 

Mr. PHELPS. He does get more; and there 
are some fifteen or twenty lieutenants employed 
at the academy at West Point. 

Mr. BISSELL. Whatare they doing there? 

Mr. PHELPS. They are instructing the 
cadets. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GI. 


| 


Mr. JONES, by unanimous consent, withdrew | 


it. 

The question then recurred upon concurring in 
the amendment to the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the amendment of 
the Senate was non-concurred in, there being, on 
a division, ayes 72, noes not counted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | move that the 
committee do now rise and report the amendments 
of the Senate to the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Jones, of New York) reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
the state of the Union generally under considera- 
tion, and particularly the Senate amendments to 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, and had 


| 


directed him to report the same back, with the rec- | 
ommendation that the first amendment should be | 


nen-concurred in, the second concurred in, and the 
third concurred in, with an amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the amendments. 


The call forthe previous question was seconded; | 


and the main 


uestion was then ordered to be put. | 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on the | 


following amendment of the Senate, in which the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 


recommend a non-concurrence: 


“For repairs and additions 
#5,000,"" 


to professors’ quarters, | 


The question was taken; and the amendment | 


was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk then reported the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

* For cavalry exercise hall, $20,000. ”’ 

Mr. LYON. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 7 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SKELTON. If desire to ask if the question | 


is On concurring in the Senate amendment, or in 


the report of the Comraittee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. They are the same thing. 
The Committeeof the Whole on the state of the 
Union report in favor of the amendment; and the 


uestion is upon agreeing to the amendment of the | 


enate. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Bell, Bennett, 
Bissell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, 
Colquitt, Crocker, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dean, 
Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Dunbar, Eddy, Thomas D. 





Hughes, Hunt, Dante! T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDougall, Mace, Maur- 
ice, Murray, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, 
Phillips, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Sage, Seward, 
Shower, Hestor L. Stevens, John J. Taylor, John L. 
‘Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Vansant, Walley, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Witte—69. 

NAYS—Mesers. David J. Bailey, Ball, Barksdale, 
Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Chrisman, 
Churehwell, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, John M. Elliot, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Giddings, Greenwood, Grey, 
Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hiester, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, McNair, 
May, Mayall, Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Sapp, Shannon, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Vail, Wade, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Zollicoffer—66. 

So the second amendment of the Senate was 
agreed to. 


Mr. PECKHAM. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, and 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LYON. On that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PECKHAM. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. After a motion is made, and the House 
has acted on it, is it in the power of the party 
making the motion to withdraw it? Isit notthen 
in the possession of the House? 

The SPEAKER. By an express rule of the 
House, it is in the power of the mover to with- 
draw it before action has been had upon it. 

Mr. SMITH. But here was action; we were 
called upon to vote. The yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Preparatory to taking action. 

The Clerk then read the third amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 

‘Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the professors of French and drawing be made equal 
to that of the professors in the other departments, and the 


compensation of the master of the sword be $1,200 per 
annum.”? 


TheSPEAKER. TheCommitteeofthe Whole 


OBE. | 


on the state of the Union propose to strike out | 
the following words: ** Professors of French and 


drawing be made equal to that of the professors || 


in the other departments, and the compensation 
of the;’’ so that it will read: 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum.”? 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. On that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BENSON. [ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messets. Smirn, of 
Virginia, and CuuRCHWELL, were appointed. 

The question was then taken;.and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 42. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

KANSAS AND NEBRASKA. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I ask the indulgence of 
the House one moment. I am under the neces- 
sity of leaving the city for a few days. Before 
doing so, | was very desirous of giving my views 
briefly upon the territorial bills now under con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and I ask that the House will 
now allow me the privilege of printing my remarks 
with the proceedings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If no objection is made, 
that privilege will be granted to the gentleman 


| from New York. 


{Cries of ** Agreed!’’ ** Agreed!” from all parts 
of the House. } 

Mr. DEAN. I move to reconsider the votes 
by which the amendments read were agreed to; 


and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the , 


table. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman cannot move 
to reconsider all the votes upon the different 
amendments together. 

Mr. DEAN. ThenI move to reconsider the 
vote by which the last Senate amendment was 


, concurred in; and also to lay the motion to recon- 


Fiiot, Farley, Fenton, Florence, Franklin, Aaron Harlan, || sider upon the table. 
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The question was taken; and the latter Motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HENN. 1 move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
ee of ** No!’’** No!” from all parts of the 

all.} 

Mr. HENN. I withdraw it, as it seems to be 
the wish of the House. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I believe the question has 
not been taken upon the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not necessary, ag 
the bill passed the House upon a former oceasion- 
and the only question for the House was upon 
agreeing or disagreeing to the Senate amendments 
That has been disposed of. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Was the motion of 
the gentleman from New York | Mr. Dean) t 
reconsider confined to only one amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. It was; and that motion was 
laid upon the table. The Chair stated to the gen. 
tleman from New York that he could not group 
all the amendments together in a motion to recoy- 
sider. He made but one motion, and that was in 
reference to the last vote. 

Mr. SMITH. And that does not dispose of 
the other amendments? 

The SPEAKER. He submitted no motion jn 
regard to the other amendments. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Is that motion in order 
nowr 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House adopted the amend- 
ment last but one. 

Mr. DEAN. Is that in reference to the riding 
hall ? : 

Mr. PECKHAM. Itis. 

Mr. LYON. Upon that I demand the yeasand 
nays. 

Mr. EASTMAN. 
new adjourn. 

The .juestion was taken; and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 53, noes 63; no quorum voting, 

[Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’’ ‘* Call the roll!” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present by counting 
the House. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. LYON. I renew it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman cannot 
withdraw the motion now. A question has been 
taken since he made the motion. 

The SPEAKER, But no quorum voted upon 
the question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. Itis, that the gentleman cannot with- 
draw his motion when business has been trans- 
acted since he made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is perfectly competent, 
under the rules, for the gentleman to control his 
own motion until action is had upon it, A ques- 
tion put, upon which no quorum votes, is no ac- 
tion upon it. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Lyon} renews the motion. The Chair would 
inquire whether the gentleman voted in the ma- 
jority? 

Mr. LYON. I did not vote at all. 

The SPEAKER. By the rules of the House, 
when the yeas and nays have been demanded and 
taken, some gentleman only who voted in the ma- 
jority is entitled to move to reconsider the vole. 
When a vote has been taken, upon which the 
yeas and nays were not called, any gentleman can 
move to reconsider, because there 1s no convenient 
test by which to determine how members voted’ 
The Clerk will read the 56th rule, which governs 
in such cases. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


‘‘ When a motion has been once made, and carried in 
the affirmative or negative, it shall be in order tor any 
member of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
thereof on the same or succeeding day,” &c. 


Mr. SMITH. The object of my inquiry #8 
this: The motion was made, and the yeas and nays 
were ordered upon it ha 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will 0 
serve that there was only a preparation to take & 
vote. It was not action upon the part of the 
House—it was only preparation for action. 

Mr. SMITH. But the yeas and nays were pot 
only ordered, but the Clerk had proceeded to 

| the name of at least one member. 
| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read ther” 
| governing the case. 


0 


I move that the House do 
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The Clerk then read the 45th rule, which is as 
follows: 

“ After a monon is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession of the 
House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment.”? 

The SPEAKER. Under that rule the Chair 
decides the gentleman has the right to withdraw 
his motion. 


Mr. SAGE. 


adjourn. : 
The question was taken; and the motion agreed 


I move that the House do now 


to, and ' ; 
Thereupon, at ten minutes past three o’clock, 


the House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 21, 1854. 
The House. met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Witttam H. Mivsurn. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting estimates of $25,000 for construction of 
cistern for marine hospital at San Francisco; and 
of $44,000 for the removal of earth around said 
hospital. 

Also, transmitting copies of letters from the 
collector of the port of San Francisco, and from 
the contractor for building said marine hospital, 
in reference to a claim of said contractor for dam- 
aves ineurred by him in consequence of the failure 
of the Government to procure a site. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is a long communica- 
tion. Itrelates to a subject which is before the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and is not before any standing committee of the 
House. I move, therefore, that without reading, 


Prayer 


it be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. | 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to offer a resolution, 


which | send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 


read for information. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in 
structed to inquire whether it be not expedient that one 
copy of each work belonging to the Library be constantly 
relained therein. Also, whether books taken from the 
Library should not be required to be returned within a 


definite time, to be fixed by the rules regulating the Library. | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
force. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection to 
the introduction of the resolution, the question will 
be on its adoption. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 


tion of the resolution. 


That is the rule now. 
Yes, sir; but is not put in 


I object to the introduc- 


On motion by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, it | 


was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petitions of citizens of Cocke 
and Sevier counties, Tennessee, for a mail route from New- 
port to Severeville, in said State, for the purpose of a refer- 
ence to the Post Office Department. 


On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the farther consideration of the resolution 
to reter the petition of Isaac S. Bowman, son and exeeutor 
of lsaac Bowman, deceased, to the Secretary of the Inte 
rior for liquidation under the act of July 5, 1832; and that 
a same be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

alms, 

ANZSTHESIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
dill No, 210, entitled ** An act to recompense the 
iscovery of practical anzsthesia.”’ 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. Ifthe House 
were full, 1 would move that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. If I were permitted, | would 
make a statement in regard to the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How does the bill get in? 

8 it before us regularly? 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 
and the Chair, conceiving it to bea private bill, laid 
it before the House. 

me CLINGMAN. TI have no desire to throw 
“pees in the way of its consideration. 
_ the SPEAKER: The gentleman from Mary- 
- '$ on the floor, and entitled to it. 
. r. HAMILTON. I yield to the gentleman 
rom Illinois for the purpose of explanation. 


Mr. BISSELL. I rose for the purpore of 
moving that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. That was the committee in 
whose charge the bill was in the Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I didnot yield, Mr. Speak- 
er, for the gentleman to move a reference of the 
bill different from that I proposed, I yielded 
merely for explanation. 

Mr. LETCHER. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Maryland, 1 would say a word. 
[ hope that the bill will not be sent to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. I do not consider it a claim at 
all. Let it go to some other committee of this 
House—the Committee of Ways and Means, or 
some other commtttee. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I hope that the bill may 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I will say that the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the Senate had this subject under consideration, 
and that the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, during the last Congress, also had it under 
consideration. Ifit be sent to the Committee of 
Claims, there is no possible chance of its ever 
being considered by that committee. They know 
nothing about the case, and they do not want to 
know anything. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have had the subject once in their charge, 
and [ think it should be now referred to them for 
investigation. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will make a proposition. 
We have about a dozen doctors in the House, 
and | propose to organize them into a committee 
and give them the charge of this matter. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BISSELL. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Maryland, | will say a word. | 
only want to give a single reason which occurs to 
me why the bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. Those who have looked 
into this matter at all, and who have noticed the 
memorial which was presented to the Senate, are 
aware that the petitioner claims something for the 
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reason that this article is used extensively in the | 


Army in the mode discovered or invented by him. 
I believe the whole claim is based on the fact that 
the invention, or rather the discovery of the me- 
morialist, whoever he may be, is used extensively 
in the Army of the United States. I can, there- 
fore, think of no committee to which it could be 
so appropriately referred as to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to say a few 
words in reference to this matter. I have so much 
confidence in the Committee of Claims, that | 
should prefer that this bill should be referred to it. 
I do not mean anything disparaging to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, lor I have the highest 
confidence in italso; but [ think the subject appro- 
priately belongs to the other committee. 

This is a private claim. Itis ostensibly brought 
before the House on the ground that it benefits the 
Army and Navy; but that is not the true design 
of the bill. The bill proposes, after awarding 
$100,000 to the gentlemen claiming to have made 
this discovery, to throw it open for the use of the 
whole people of the United States. It is, there- 
fore, for the benefit of the people; and the Com- 
mittee of Claims as well represents the people as 
the Committee on Military Affairs does. If the 
views of the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Bissevt] are correct, there is quite as much 
reason for referring it to the Naval Committee as 
to the Military Committee. It is intended for the 
benefit of the whole people of the United States, 
and [ have great confidence in the Committee of 
Claims that it will fairly and honestly represent 
the people of the United States. 

What is this proposition? We have an idea of 
what itis. We had it here in this House once 
before, and we summarily excluded it from con- 
sideration, and much less from approval. It isa 
proposition to pay $100,000 to six gentlemen, or 
to the one of them to whom the circuit court of 
the United States for the northern district of New 
| York shall determine to be the discoverer of this 

anesthetic agent. These claimants, Messrs. 

Morton, Jackson, Nicholson, Wells, and others, 
| are scattered over the whole country. There is 
to be a bill of interpleader filed in the circuit court 
of the northern district of New York. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is to be the complainantas 
the trustee of this fund, and these gentlemen are 
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of the Union, and to litigate this matter to their 
satisfaction, and then this money is to be awarded 
to them, or to one of them, and the Government 
is to pay the costs of that adjudication. I would 
infinitely prefer that either of the committees of 
this ELouse should at once decide the question, and 
give the money, whether right or wrong; for it 
would be a saving to the country. And whenall 
this 1s done, then the people of the United States 
are to have the free use of this anwsthetic agent. 
If either of these gentlemen has a right to this 
agent as the original discoverer, let him maintain 
that right under the patent laws of the United 
States. I therefore hope that the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. I know that 
committee will give the case that consideration it 
deserves; and upon the motion so to refer it I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill upon the table. 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Stoney 
Wesster, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had signed bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

H.R. No. 53. Anact for the reliefof the legal 
representatives of Isaac P. Simonton. 

H.R. No. 180. An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Edwards. 

H.R. No. 204. An act establishing a land 
office in the lower peninsula of Michigan. 

H.R. No, 237. An act for the relief of Mary 
Deany, widow of the late Lieutenant James A. 
Deany.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. What is the state of the 
question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Hamitron] moves to refer the bill to 
the Committee of Claims, and demands the pre- 
vious question upon it. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Jones} moves to lay the bill upon the 
table, and demands the yeas and nays upon that 
proposition. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw his motion, and allow the 
bill to go to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JONES. 1 cannot withdraw it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 


I move to lay the 


. ; 
yeas 82, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Belcher, Benton, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, 
Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dent, 
Drum, Eddy, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, 
Giddings, Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Hibbard, Hiester, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
Roland Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindsley, McNair, Mace, Maurice, Maxweil, May, 
Middleswarth, Millson, Murray, Parker, Phelps, Powell, 
Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 
Vail, Vansant, Warren, Elihu B. Washburne, Witte, and 
Daniel B. Wright—80. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Appleton, Banks, Benson, Bissell, Cas- 
kie, Chandler, Cook, Crocker, Dawson, Dean, Dunbar, 
Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley, 
Faulkner, Franklin, Aaron Harlan, Henn, Howe, Hunt, 
Kerr, Kittredge, Smith Miller, Peckham, Phillips, Ready, 
Riddle, Rogers, Sapp, Shower, William R. Smith, Richard 
H. Stanton, Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Tracy, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan 
Wentworth, Wheeler, and Zollicofter—46. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 
table, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw that motion for a single 
moment. 

Mr. JONES. 
event. 

Mr. BISSELL. It seems hardly respectful to 
lay a Senate bill upon the table without giving it 
the slightest consideration. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jones’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

SENATE BILL. 

The following bill upon the Speaker’s table was 
then taken up, read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred as indicated below: 

An act for the relief of James Jeffries and Jere- 
miah M. Smith. Referred to the Committee on 


It would not be debatable in any 


| to be the defendants. They are to get together | the Post Office and Post Roads. 


|| their witnesses and counsel there from all sections 


The SPEAKER then announced that reports 
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Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, from said committee, 
rey orted adversely upon the petition and papers 
of Wade Allen; which report was ordered to lie 
vpon the table, and be printed. 


MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. McDOUGALL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows: 

A bill to provide for a weekly mail service 
between the Atlantic States and San Francisco. 

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Ona previous day a bill 
was reported providing for that service, The pro- 
visions of that bill did not altogether meet with 
my approbation, and [ have endeavored to bring 
before the [louse now a bill which will obviate all 
the objections made to the former bill. 

‘The bill was then read in extenso. 

It provides that the Postmaster General shall 
contract with the lowest bidder, after the usual 
advertisement, for the transportation of the mails 
of the United States from New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baluimore, and New Orleans, to San Fran- 
cisco, 
the most expeditious and practicable route; the 
service to be performed semi-monthly, at such 
times, under the direction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, as, in connection with the existing mail ser- 
vice, shall secure weekly mail service each way, 
provided the cost shall not exceed $280,000 per 
annum; that no contract shall be made for more 
than four years, &c. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. It was understood by 
the discussion had upon a former day that there 
was no objection to this service, and that the busi- 
ness interests of the country demanded a weekly 
mail service. This bill has been prepared with 
as much care as we could give to the measure, 
and I believe meets the views expressed by the 
Liouse in reference to it. For the purpose of 
having the measure fairly before the House, | de- 
sire to have the consideration of the bill postponed 
until the first Monday in June, and I submit that 
mouon, 


and from San Francisco to those places, by 


The question was put; and the motion agreed 


to. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass, Senate bill No. 209, entitled **An act for 
the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont;”? which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES JEFFRIES AND JEREMIAH SMITH. 


Mr. EWING. 1 wish to move to reconsider 
a vote which was taken a few minutes ago, by 
which a bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. It is a private bill 
which passed the Senate during the last Congress, 
and was only lost in this House for want of time. 
it isa bill which has beem under nursing very 
carefully for the last two Congresses, and I fear it 
will meet no better fate now than heretofore if it 
be left to the destiny fixed for it by the reference. 
It is a bill for the relief of James Jeffries and Jere- 
miah Smith. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which it was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, with a view of moving 
to put it upon its passage. 

ir. COBB. 1 would suggest to the gentleman 
that the motion go over unul after the morning 
hour has been consumed in the call of committees 
for reports, 

Mr. EWING. I should have no objection, if 
it was the unanimous consent of the House that it 
should come up then. I will state to the House 
that | have been unable to attend its sessions for 
some time past, in consequence of indisposition, 


ing to the bids made by them, and accepted by 
the Post Office Department, and also refunding 
to them the fines consequent upon the failure. 

Mr. EWING. 
planation of this bill, if 1 can make my voice suf- 
ciently audible. 
They entered into acontract to carry the mail upon 
a route in Texas; and by positive and conclusive | 
proof, as is shown by the papers accompanying | 
the bill, the route was twice as long as advertised 
by the Department. The report made by Mr. 
Rusk, the chairman of the Post Office Committee | 
in the Senate, shows clearly that the claim ought 
to be allowed. It has passed the Senate twice, 
but has been lost in the House in each instance, | 
in consequence of want of time. I shall not be in | 
the House again for sometime, as I am only wait- | 
ing until | am well enough to enable me to travel 
home. 1 would regard it as a special favor if the 
bill be taken up and passed. 

Mr. GREY. I would ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky whether | understand him to say, that | 
the routes were much longer than the length ad- 
vertised by the Postmaster General ? 

Mr. EWING. They were nearly twice as 
long as the length advertised, as the gentleman | 
will find by referring to the proof in the case. 

Mr. GREY. They were advertised to be relet, 
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were in order from the Committee on the Post } part to carry the mail on certain routes, accord- 


| hope that no unnecessary objection 
I will say a single word in ex- || 


These petitioners are poor men. || 


and there was a mistake in the statement of the | 


length of the routes. 


They were double the | 


length, as stated in the advertisement of the Post- | 


master General. 
injury under these contracts. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Hence the mistake, and the | 


The rule on that | 


subject at the Department is to state the length of | 
the route, according to the best information they | 


have; and if they advertise a route to be fifty miles 
in length when it is one hundred miles, it is the 
business of the bidder to understand the country 
and the expense of carrying the mail. 
inform himself as to the real distance; and if the 


He must | 


person is acquainted with the country for the trans- | $ 
+ tion will be upon the motion to commit the bill to 


portation of the mail over which he has bid, he 


will know whether the statement in the advertise- | 
If it is not, he ought not | 


ment be correct or not. 
to bid for carrying the mail on a route the length 
of which he knows himself to be much greater 
than that stated by the Department. I suppose 
in this case that the gentlemen were not residents 


|| of that country, and knew nothing about the length 


and that pressing business will call me home as | 


soon as the state of my health will permit it. 


Mr. COBB. The gentleman can call up the | 


motion to reconsider at any time. 

Mr, EWING. I prefer to have it considered 
now. 
than is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. LETCHER, I ask that the bill may be 
read, 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

It authorizes the Postmaster General to release 
James Jeffries and Jeremiah Smith from the pen- 


Iam not able to be in the House longer | 


of the route, or about the points from the one to 


i} 


the other of which this mail was to betransported, | 


and consequently they were deceived themselves, 
and not through any fault of the Department. 
Mr. EWING. I know nothing of what has 


induced the gentleman from Tennessee, who has | 


paid no attention to this particular case, to raise 


a discussion on it, when | am utterly unable to | 


engage in it, 
I can only refer the gentleman to the report. 
Neither the Department nor the bidders were 
exactly informed of the length of the route. It 

as through a new country. The proof is clear 


I had no idea that he would do so. | 


and conclusive, and if the gentleman had exam- | 
' ined it he could find no objection whatever to the | 


claim. 
but for the delay which attends all just private 
claims in this House. 
I hope that the House will take the bill up and 
put it on MS passage. 
question. 
The call for the previous que:tion was seconded ; 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 
The question was then taken on reconsidering 
the vote by which the bill was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and it was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. 
amendment, or to be ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 
Mr. EWING. 
on its passage, 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I now move that the bill be put 


| panying the bill, | would be glad if the Clerk 


would read it. 


The SPEAKER. According to the memoran- 


'dum.on the bill the report is in the hands of the 


alty incurred in consequence of a failure on theiy \ 


printer. 

Mr.LETCHER. Then the House is not able 
to act on it, 

Mr. EWING. I state the facts as fully as.I 
am able, on my own responsibility. I merely 
appeal to the House, because I have watched this 


The claim would have passed long since | 


I cannét explain further. | 


I call for the previous | 


The bill is now open to | 


If there be a report accom- | 













. 

. 
De 
bill day after day during the last session of Con. 
gress as well as this. It is impossible for me no 
to give that attention which I would like to, and | 
: will be made 
to it. I state the facts on my own responsilli; 
| would say in answer to the gentleman from ve 
ginia. The case is clear, and the report conclusive 
The proof is as satisfactory as it could be in any 
clam. The route was through a new countr 
and no bidders could be apprised of the exact length 
of it. The bill has passed this House before. i 
have watched it many a long day here. | tow 
throw myself on the known courtesy of the House 
in this case. 1 ask nothing but what is just, and j 
so state on my own responsibility. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is no one here whom 
{[ would more willingly accommodate than the 
gentleman from Kentucky; but it seems to me 
that there is something in this bill which involyeg 
more than a mere spirit of accommodation, Now 
sir, take the converse of the proposition, The 
gentleman states that this line proved to be twice 
as long as was advertised; and that, in conse. 
quence of that fact, the parties come here now 
and ask relief. Suppose the line had been o y 
half as long as advertised, what then would have 
been the action of the contractors in regard to jy? 
W ould they have come then and asked relief, or 
would they have come here and proposed to 
refund a part of the moneys they were to receive 
by virtue of that contract? 

Now, it seems to me, that there is something in 
this matter, that there is at least a principleat the 
bottom of it, and that principle may be one of very 
serious consequence. I would as willingly defer 
to the wishes of the gentleman from Kentucky ag 
of any other member of the House; but when a 
matter of principle is involved, I think it my duty 
to adhere to that principle. 

Mr. EWING. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if 


the previous question is sustained, the first ques- 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
lf that motion shall be voted down, the bill will 
then be open to amendment, or will be put upon 
its third reading. 
Mr. GREY. 
subject. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order; a 
| demand for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to inquire if 
the bill has been read ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been read. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have every disposition to 
accommodate the gentleman from Kentucky; but 
I did not hear a word he said; and I do not yet 
know what the bill is. I ask that it may be read? 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the bill 
will again be read. 

Mr. WARREN. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Then let a vote of the 
House determine whether the bill shall be read. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is very short, and I hope 
no gentleman will object to its being read. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
resolve itself intoa Committee of the Whole onthe 
Private Calendar. , 

The question was put; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. HIESTER. I rise to a privileged motion. 
I move that when the House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 
and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and neys were not ordered—only four- 
teen members rising. 

Mr. JONES. I hope the demand for the yess 
and nays will be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. It is not customary. 

Mr. JONES. When it is not entered on the 
Journal, it looks as if we did this thing unanl- 
mously. : . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have 

_in his power to move to amend the Journal. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, but it would save time (0 
have it entered now. h 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps that would be the 

| case if the Chair would place upon the sre F 
that which has never gone there since the foun in 
il tion of the Government. But if the practice 


I desire to say a word upon this 


I ask for the yeas 
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changed at all, it myist be by the order of the 
House. : : 

Mr. HAMILTON. What is the point ? 

TheSPEAKER. Itiswith regard to the entry 
upon the Journal of the demand made by the gen- 
tieman from Tennessee for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. It will go in the Globe. 
The SPEAKER. When the yeas and nays 

are not ordered, the deinand for them is never 
entered on the Journal. The gentleman from 
Tennessee desires that it shall be. 

The Chair would state, that if the practice in 
this respect be changed, it must be done by a vote 
of the House. The object of the gentleman from 
Tennessee may be reached, when the Journal 
shall be read on Monday morning, if the House 
adjourns until Monday. 

‘Mr. CHURCHWELL. [I desire simply to 
ask my colleague, if it would not satisfy him to 
have his motion published in the Globe without 
mutilating the Journal? 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hiestrer’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the House agreed that when it adjourns, it be 
until Monday next. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Arkansas withdraws his objection to having 
the bill read, and as there is a general desire to 

have it read, [ hope that the Clerk will now be 
allowed to read the bill. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

The demand for the previous question was not 
seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
referring the bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The question was then taken; and a division 
being had, there were—ayes 55; noes not counted. 

Mr. JONES demanded tellers. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would take 
precedence of the motion to commit the bill, but 
itcannot be entertained during the pendency of 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Butthe House have 
refused to second the demand for the previous 
qrestion. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true; there was 
no second. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Epgerton] would now be in order. 








Mr. LETCHER., I would inquire of the Chair, | 


if itis in order to submit a motion to postpone the 
onsideration of this matter until next Wednesday? 

TheSPEAKER. That motion would be in 
order, if the House should vote down the several 
pending propositions to refer. 


Mr. EWING. If the gentleman from Virginia 


(Mr. Lercuer] will allow me, | will say to him | 
that if he will promise to take charge of the bill, I | 
will not object so strongly to the motion which he | 


has indicated; but | must state to the House, that 
| have only been waiting in this city, in bad health, 


in order to get this matter disposed of. I shall | 
soon be compelled to leave for the West, and when | 


I shall return [ cannot tell. ' 


Mr. LETCHER. 1 am willing, for the pur- | 


pose of accommodating the gentleman, to fix upon 


any day of postponement which will meet the | 


wishes of the gentleman. 
Mr. HUNT. I hope the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia will allow this matter to proceed now. The | 


gentleman from Kentucky informs us that he is 
only waiting in this city for the purpose of dispos- 
ing of this bill. He tells us hé has thoroughly 
‘xamined it, and that the parties have suffered on 
a of a wrong advertisement on the part of 
have acted in good faith; and are we to hold those 
men, like Shylock, to the pound of flesh, when 
they are not in fault? 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
would remind the gentleman that debate is not in 
order upon the proposition to postpone. 

Mr. HUNT. Then I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to allow me to proceed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. | object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to ask the gen- 
“eman from Kentucky a question. 

a SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

i LETCHER. I withdraw the motion. 

he SPEAKER. Debate is then in order. 


this bill, or the 


Government officers. It is said that the parties | 


Mr. SAGE. | hope the motion to recommit || without difficulty. 
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| There is no disposition upon the part of any mem- 
ber, I presume, to delay action upon it from any 
captious motive. The objection seems to be that 
if we act upon it now, it would be establishing the 
precedent of acting upon a bill without a report, 
and without investigation, but upon the recom- 
mendation of anindividual member. We all have 
\ equal rights here, and I have bills in my posses- 
sion which [ am interested in getting through, but 
I take it for granted that this House is not ready 
to allow these bills to be put upon their passage 
without a report and examination. If it will meet 
the wishes of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 

Ewrne,] | will move that the further consideration 

of this matter be postponed until next Wednesday. 

Mr. HUNT. I would consent to the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, if I could see 
any good reason for postponing action. But I 
can see none whatever. The gentleman from 
Kentucky says the Senate have twice acted upon 
this matter, and that he desires to have it dis- 
posed of now. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
desires to ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sace] if he submitted a motion to postpone, 
or only suggested such a motion? 

Mr. SAGE. I submitted the motion. We shall 
then have the report before us. 

The SPEAKER. Then that motion cuts off 
debate, and the remarks of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] are not in order. 

Mr. HUNT. lI ask the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw his motion. 

Mr.SAGE. I will, if the gentleman will renew it. 

|| Mr. HUNT. I will. 
(| Mr. SAGE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HUNT. I amacting altogether in courtesy 
in this matter, and upon principles of justice. We 
have heard the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sace] advert to precedent. The first of all pre- 
cedents is justice. Here isa measure of relief 
called for by individuals who have suffered by con- 
tracting for a route twice as long as was adver- 
tised by the Postmaster General. Now they come 
before the House in perfect good faith and with 
clean hands. We have proof that they acted in 
good faith, and that the Postmaster General deluded 
them. 

Now one gentleman asks, suppose the mistake 
was upon the other side? When that question re- 
curs it will be time enough to act upon it. Here 
is a gentleman of honor who has investigated the 
case, and he refers also to the Senate reports. The 
gentleman says he cannot be here on next Wed- 
nesday. If there were any motive for postpone- 

| ment; if there were any doubt of the correctness 
| of the statements in the reports of the Senate; if 
| it were alleged that they were made in error, it 
would be reasonable and just that there should be 
a postponement. It appears to me, under the cir- 
cumstances, that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Ewine] ought to be gratified in his reason- 
able desire, and that this matter, which he has 
thoroughly examined, ought to be disposed of 
now. 

In accordance with my promise, I now renew 
the motion to postpone the further consideration 
of this bill until Wednesday next. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to state to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman is not in order. 
I return the gentleman’s courtesy to me. 





The question was then taken upon the motion | 


| to postpone; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would state to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that [ have no hostility to 
his bill. 1 wish to give it a fair and candid con- 
sideration; ard it was only for that purpose that | 
made the motion which I made. 

[ will say, however, to the gentleman from 
|| Louisiana, [Mr. Hunt,] that when he has read as 
many Senate reports as perhaps I have, he will 
become satisfied that it is not the best evidence in 
| the world that a bill ought to pass because a fa- 
vorable report has been made upon it in the Senate, 
or because it has once or twice passed that body. 
I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
if this bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, next Friday is objection day; and 
if it is one of those cases which are as clear as the 
gentleman states it is, its justice will be manifest 
upon reading the report, and it will be passed 


_ 


if, however, it should be ob- |; 
motion to postpone, will prevail. |’ jected to, it will lie over until it can come up and be |) House on the Private Calendar. 
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discussed there. It is not defeating a bill by refer- 
ring it to the Committee of the Whole House; but, 
on the contrary, in my opinion, it is the best 
method of passing it. 

Mr. EWING. I have not been disposed, and 
am not disposed, to press this matter upon the 
House against their wishes. I appealed to the 
courtesy of the House, not with a view of estab- 
lishing a precedent for ordinary cases, but hoping 
that by an explanation of the peculiar cireum- 
stances connected with this case the House would 
allow the bill to be disposed of at once. The 
gentieman from New York, (Mr. Sace,}) how- 
ever, seems to place it simply upon the ground of 
ordinary transactions. Sir, 1 wish very much 
I could establish in this House a precedent for 
courtesy. I know of no precedent that would be 
more useful, save more time, or contribute more 
to secure justice to those having honest claims 
against the Government of the United States. But 
I despair of being able to establish a precedent 
which would be of sufficient force to reach the 
sense of propriety of the gentleman from New 
York. I say I despair of such a result; for | have 
discovered that when the great body of the House 
seem disposed to recognize the peculiarity of the 
circumstances attending this case, a few members 
like the gentleman from New York seem dis- 
posed to throw insurmountable obstacles in the 
way of accomplishing what is the obvious wish 
of the great majority of the House. 

As to the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
I have served the little time I have been in this 
House to but little purpose, if it has not taught 
me what is the effect of such motions. I presume 
even the new members of the House would need 
no explanation to be able to ascertain what is the 
effect, not to say anything of the object, of such 
motions, I can say nothing of the motive of the 
gentleman—nothing of his object; I leave that for 
the conjecture of others. The effect, however, I 
cannot misunderstand. 

I will say to the House, however, that, not 
wishing to press this matter at present, if there be 
objection, I will consent to the motion to post- 
pone its further consideration until some day next 
week, although it will result in keeping me in the 
city until that time, and subject me to very much 
inconvenience in consequence. I ask that as early 
a day may be fixed as possible. I would suggest 
Tuesday; and I hope in the mean time the ob- 
jectors of the bill will examine the subject fairly, 
and ascertain whether there are objections that 
are insurmountable against its passage. 

The SPEAKER. There is also postponed to 
next Tuesday the consideration of another report 
from one of the standing committees, and it would 
take precedence of the bill before the House in the 
morning hour, being of the same character of 
business. 

Mr.EWING. Attherequest of friends around 
me, | would move that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. SAGE. I would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motign for a moment. 

Mr. EWING. I will, if the gentleman will 
renew it. 


Mr. SAGE. I will. The gentleman seemed 
to throw some reflection on my want of courtesy 
here, when I distinctly stated, in making the mo- 
tion I did, that I did not intend to be discourteous. 
There has not been a single instance since the 
commencement of this session, where this House 
has passed a bill without having the report of the 
committee before it. It was for that reason I ob- 
jected to having the bill under consideration passed 
at this time. On examination, I stated that I had 
no doubt I would vote for the claim. Ido not 
think I car be charged, in good grace, with want 
of courtesy, when I stated the reasons which actu- 
ated me. That is all | have to say. I now renew 
the motion that the further consideration of the bill 
be postponed until Monday next. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone; and it was agreed to. 

So the further consideration of the bill is post- 
poned until Monday next. 


The SPEAKER. Reports are now in order 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


‘Mr. EDGERTON. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
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The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Tar or, of Ohio, 1n the chair.) 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 


rose it had under consideration ‘A bill for settling 
the claims of the legal representatives of Richard 
W. Meade, deceased,’’ on which, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Cuanpver] 1s entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, when this 
bill was called before the committee a week ago 
to-dey, I yielded to the pious suggestion of my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Crumcman,]| 
that, it being Good Friday, we should postpone 
the consideration of private claims, and give our- 
selves up to that business which was more public; 
and though we did not enter into spiritual matters, 
as they did in the other end of the building, yet 
1 trust that the consciences of all members are at 
rest as regards our own observance of this sacred 
season. Itis not my intention at this time to in- 
flict on the committee a speech on the bill now 
before it; nor, indeed, to enter into any argument. 
I shall, as I suggested a week ago, confine myself 
to a simple narrative of the origin of these claims, 
and all those events which made these claims; 
which, in the first place, were against the King of 
Spain, valid against the Government of the United 
States, and which have brought the memorialists 
hither to ask of us the justice which has been de- 
nied them in other quarters. 

Richard W. Meade was a citizen of the United 
States, pursuing his commerce in the kingdom of 
Spain, and very much with the dependencies of 
Spain in America. In the course of a protracted 
business in that part of the world, the Government 
of Spain became largely indebted to him, and to 
his principals, in the sum, | believe, of some mil- 
lions of dollars. ‘The revolutions that were going 
forward in Spain from year to year, never pro- 
ducing any good to the subjects, and only disturb- 
ing the seats of the various monarchs, rendered it 
rauch easier for the Government of Spain to in- 
crease its debts to the merchants than to pay them. 
After various attempts to procure from the Span- 
ish Governmentan acknowledgment of the debt— 
a liquidation of his claim arising from demurrage 
of his ships, from four furnished to the army, and 
from various articles supplied to, or taken by the 
King’s officers—Mr. Meade, growing weary of 
those efforts, laid his claim before the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and asked his own Gov- 
ernment to interfere in his behalf. 

In the year 1819, the Government of the United 
States concluded a treaty with the Government of 
Spain. That treaty contained, among other things, 
a condition that the Government of Spain should 
cede to the United States the whole of the province 
of East and West Florida—the whole of the Span- 
ish possessions lying east of the Mississippi, for 
which territory the sovereignty of all, and the fee 
simple of what was left, the Government of the 
United States wasto pay $5,000,000, and that sum 
of $5,000,000 was to be divided among the claim- 
ants of the United States upon the Government of 
Spain, pro rata, to be apportioned by a commission 
to be appointed to hold their offices for three years, 
to which commission there should be furnished 
proofs of the claims, and those claims, those 
unliquidated claims, which were sustained by 
ample proof, were to be allowed by the commis- 
sion. Another condition of that treaty was, that 
if it were not confirmed by each party, within six 
months of the date of its being made here, it should 
become null and void. The treaty also acknowl- 
edged the validity of grants of land made by the 
King of Spain to his subjects in Florida—a very 
important consideration to this committee. 

The treaty was made on the 22d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1819. Im that treaty, of course, Mr. 
Meade’s claim upon Spain was recognized, if it 
could be proved. There is no doubt of that; it 
was so understood, 

On the 22d day of July, 1819, our Minister at 
Madrid gave notice to the Government of Spain, 
that in thirty days from that time, the treaty, unless 
confirmed by the King, would be null and void. 
On the 23d of August, 1819, the treaty was uncon- 
firmed, and was consequently null and void, and 


of no effect. Neither Power was bound by that || pay the $500,000, or nearly that sum, which was |! 


treaty, and those parties in this country that set 
up aclaim upon the $5,000,000 were forever cut 
off from that claim. The whole matter was then 
in the same position as it was before the 22d of 
February, 1819. Mr. Meade was then thrown 
again upon his own resources, and left to come 
back upon the Government of Spain for an ac- 
knowledgment and payment of his debt which 
they owed him. After much exertion, Mr. Meade 
procured from the Minister of the United States 
in Spain, and with the consent of the Government 
of this country, assistance to procure a liquida- 
tion of his claim upon the Government of Spain, 
and acommission, on account of this interference, 
and on account of the urgency of Mr. Meade, 
as appointed by the Government of Spain, who, 
after taking the case to the various courts of that 
Government, finally declared them liquidated, and 
the King of Spain issued his obligation to Mr. 
Meade for theamountduehim. Between $400,000 
and $500,006 were recognized at that time as being 
due him. Here was the claim recognized, and 
Mr. Meade held in his hands the treasury notes 
of the King of Spain for the sum that the King 
acknowledged he owed him. So far, then, the 
Government of the United States was released 
from all consideration of this matter, and Mr. 
Meade was reinstated in his position towards 
the Spanish Government, and the King of Spain 
became his debtor in that amount. The Cortes 
of Spain were not then in session, but as soon 
as they assembled, Mr. Meade made application 
to this Congress of that country to provide ways 
and means for the payment of his debt. In the 


| meantime, the Minister of the United States and 


the Government of Spain entered into negotiauions 
again for atreaty, and the basis of the treaty to 
be formed was the old treaty of the 22d of Febru- 
ary, 1819. ‘That was to be the basis of the nego 
tiation, and the treaty was formed after the recog- 
nition of the debt upon the part ofthe King of Spain, 
after the liquidation of that claim, and the issuing 
of an acknowledgement in the customary form, 
but bearing the same relation to the debt thata 
treasury note, or any of the bonds of the Treasury 
Department bear to their holders here. The new 
treaty varied from the old one. 

I maintained, in the first part of my remarks, that 
in the acquisition of Florida, the whole sovereignty 
of course was acquired for the Government. 
There were occupants of the land there who held 
of course their lands in fee simple from the Gov- 
ernment abroad. The King, in 1818, issued his 
royal warrant to three of his distinguished coun- 
sellors for a vast quantity of land, covering a great 
amount of the beautiful everglades that prove so 
rich a source of supply for our naval 1 in 
this country. He gave a large part, | should 
think, nearly one third of the whole territory, to 
these three persons. The new treaty gave up all 
the sovereignty as before, and gave to the United 
States the fee simple of all these vast grants of 
land, which before were not included in the acqui- 
sition of the United States. This treaty was then, 
insomuch, better than the other, for the former 
conditions were held. Five millions of dollars 
were to be given by the United States to the 
American claimants upon the King of Spain, to 
be settled as under the former treaty, by commis- 
sion to hold for three years. 

When this treaty came before the Cortes for 
their consideration they regarded it with some 
favor, but they also recollected that at the same 
time there was the claim of Mr. Meade, an Amer- 
ican citizen, for nearly $500,000, which had been 
awarded to him. There was a gentleman there 
by the name of Joseph Guerera; and he was the 
‘¢ventleman from Tennessee’’of the Spanish Cor- 
tes—just such aman as is my friend from Ten- 
nessee (eee Jones] in this House. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, (in his seat.) May 
that not bea doubtful compliment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. he compliment is to 
Mr. Guerera that he was so much like my friend 
from Tennessee. There is the compliment. That 
gentleman, a member of the Cortes, inquired 
what was to become of this claim? 
Government of Srain to give up all its sovereignty 
over East and West Florida; relinquish all its 
vast possessions there, and afterwards pay this 
$500,000? Because the new treaty already gave 


up those vast possessions there which the King | 


held in fee simple, and besides that, would have to 
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included im the former treaty on the part of the 
United States, and which they, Spain, agreed to pa 
to Mr. Meade. Here, then, wasu just inquir 
Here was a proper inquiry on the part of Mr 
Guerera—and he did ask if this was to be included 
in the treaty. The question was pertinent and 


just, and as proper as nine tenths of those which 


my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] puts to 
this House. The result was the appointment of 
a committee, on the part of the Cortes of Spain 
to wait upon the American Minister, to ask him 
whether this new treaty included the claim of 
Richard W. Meade. The cornmittee returned to 
the Cortes of Spain, and informed them that the 
Minister said that it did include it. 

In that condition of things, then, the Cortes ad. 
vised the King of Spain to ratify and confirm the 
new treaty, upon the condition that it ineluded the 
claim of Mr. Meade; for you are aware that, under 
the general nature of treaties, it would not be ip. 
cluded, because it wasa *‘ liquidated debt.” The 
Cortes, understanding that it did include it, ad. 
vised the ratification of that treaty, although ;: 
gave up an immense amount of valuable land tw 
the United States. 

it was a singular circumstance—but one of those 
circumstances which will happen in the progressof 
treaties—that there was going on, a few weeksago, 
in the Supreme Court room below, a trial nomin- 
ally between John Doe and Richard Roe, but in 
which the real party was Joseph M. Branden, 
which involved a claim to some of the Florida 
lands. In looking over the written argument of 
this case, | was struck with a singular fact. [t 
had nothing to do with the Meade case at all; it 
was entirely foreign to it; and yet there I founda 
reference was made to this very circumstance to 
which | allude—an extract from the proceedings 
of the Cortes, including this treaty, in which the 
King is advised to ratify the treaty then made, 
including the claim of R. W. Meade and others; 
but that, as his Majesty might feel that his 
kingdom was shorn of a part of its honors, and 
they were going to pay too much by relinguisb- 
ing those vast possessions; therefore, if he should 
conclude not to accept of the advice of the 
Cortes, and should refuse to ratify the treaty, 
the Cortes then most respectfully recommended 
to the King, in the first place, a care for the wants 
and conditions of his faithful subjects in Florida; 
and they recommended to him in like manner, if 
the treaty should not be ratified, the just and valid 
claim of Richard W. Meade. That was their view 
of it. Subsequently, also, they declared that, not- 
withstanding the fact that this treaty should not 
be ratified, these claims upon this valuable body 
of land should not be longer considered as with- 
holding them from the King. Such was the value 
of the land that they deemed it of sufficient im- 
portance to warrant the King in taking it from the 
Spanish claimants; but, at the same time, such was 
the regard for the claim of Mr. Meade, that they 
recommended it to the favorable consideration of 
the King. These were the opinions of the Cortes. 
But the King did sanction the treaty. The treaty 
was ratified in 1820, upon the basis of that of 
1819, containing the conditions to which I have 
referred by which this Government received an 
immense tract of land, including the claim of Mr. 
Meade, worth twice as much as this Government 
paid for the whole of Florida. 

No sooner did Mr. Meade hear that his claim 
was included ip the treaty, than he entered his 
solemn protest against the proceeding. It may 
be said that it was a very foolish proceeding upon 
the part of Mr, Meade to protest against the trans 
fer of his claim from the Spanish Government 
to ours; but the great difficulty in reference 
Spain had been to get an acknowledgment o! the 
debt. Spain could not pay, and therefore she 
would not settle; but when she became in a better 
condition she would settle, because she could pay. 

But, I was proceeding to say, that Mr. Meade 
protested against his claim being included in {8 
treaty; because, although he knew that these com: 
missioners would pay over in good faith every 
dollar of the $5,000,000 set apart for the purpos® 
of paying the claims of our citizens against the 
Spanish Gdvernment, yet there were other claim- 
ants in the United States as well as himself; ” 
after paying the expenses of the commission, - 
knew very well that he could not secure the allow 
ance of an amount equal to his claim. 

Allclaims by citizens of the United States up” 
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Spain which had been unadjudicated, or unliqui- 
dated, as they call it, came within the provisions of 
the treaty, and this Gevernment was bound to pay 
the claims. The liquidated or settled claims were 
made subject to an appeal to the Spanish Govern- 
ment. ‘To that Government the claimant must 
look for satisfaction; but this was a liquidated 
, aim, and, as such, the Government of Spain was 
beund to pay it. 7 ; . 
There is one point which I regard as of some 
consequence In reference to this view of the case. 
It is this: When Mr. Meade procured the liquida- 


tion of his claim from the Spanish Government, | 


that Government itself took occasion, through 
their official agent with this Government, to give 
information of the fact. Mr. Meade informed the 
Secretary of State of the United States, also, that it 
had been settled. The Secretary, in acknowledg- 
ine Mr. Meade’s letter, congratulates him upon 
the success of his efforts to secure a settlement; 
and in extending his congratulations, he takes 
occasion to remark: ‘* The Government feels nota 
little gratification in having contributed to this sat- 
isfactory result.’” The Secretary takes to himself 
and to the Government of the United States praise 
that he had had a hand in procuring that settle- 
ment. Lask the committee to mark that fact, be- 
cause upon it may depend a portion of the argu- 
ment in favor of this claim. I ask the committee 
to remember that the Government of the United 
States interfered itself in the case; that it desired 
the settlement of the claim, and thatit was instru- 
niental in procuring that settlement. 

The committee will perceive that lam making a 
simple statement of facts, not so full even as the 
report which I have had the honor to present to 
the House. 

| use the few moments in making this simple 
narrative, divesting it of all attempts at appeal to 
sympathies, denying myself the pleasure of im- 
proving it towards their feelings, but asking only 
that members shall listen to a simple, naked 
statement of these facts which invoive the com- 
forts of Americans, and which include, in no small 
degree, the honor of our own country. 

Mr. Meade, I say, seeing that he was, without 
his consent, involved in this treaty, protested 
against it; but he knew, while he protested, that the 
Government of the United States, in the exercise 
of its eminent domain,’’ had the right to include 
him. He knew that the Government of the 
United States had a right to say that ‘* we involve 
the claim of every citizen of the United States in 


this settlement, and we assume, while we exercise | 


the power of doing that, the right of settling hon- 
orably with those whose property we have taken.”” 
When this was done Mr. Meade returned to this 
country. He brought his claims here, and when 
the commission was appointed, as it was, he laid 
this great claim before it. After some time, the 
dates of which are unnecessary, he was informed 
that it was not a proper claim on this Govern- 
ment, because it was a liquidated claim, and that 
‘reaties, in general, involved only unliquidated 
claims. After some months spent in discussions 
of this kind, it became evident to the commission 
that his claim was specially included in that 
treaty, and then instead of allowing it, as they 
might and ought to have done, they threw them- 
selves back on that clause of the treaty which 
eave the commission the right of judging of 
the character of the claim. 


dent than that. We have since that time seen 
how, even with the exercise of that power, errors 
nay creepin. And Mr. Meade brought to them 
the full proof. He brought to them the treasury 
note of the King of Spain, acknowledging the 
liquidation of the account, and confessing the in- 
debtedness to the man at that time. They de- 
manded of him the proof of that note. That was 
‘ery singular, Other persons came with naked 
Calms upon our territory, with a mere bill and 
Statement of accounts of how much was due, and 
““€ commission demanded of them some proof of 
‘hose statements. Here wasa very different case. 


lowever, finding that he was not likely to succeed | 


ar eee the evidences which had satisfied Spain, 
Mr. Meade resorted to the Minister of Spain to 
a whether he could procure the proofs neces- 

y. Now, Mr. Chairman, any person who has 
“a knowledge of the Spanish character, will pretty 
Well judge how a Minister of Spain would jump 
"'p when he was asked to prove the words of the 


In general, no, 
power can be more just, none can be more pru- | 
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| King of Spain—how he would feel if he was 


asked to offer some proof of the justice of his 
Majesty’s court. 

When Mr. Meade addressed his letter to the 
Marquis de Anduaga, the Marquisexpressed great 
indignation at the decision of the Commissioners 


here in doubting the truth of the proceedings of 


the Spanish King and courts, and added: 


‘<The Spanish Government will regard as a serious in- 
sult that what in Spain is acknowledged as most sacred and 
respectable, should here be pronounced of no value; that 
it will never consent to have questioned the legality and 
purity with which your liquidation was made ; and which 
is accompanied by all the marks of authenticity which it 
can give it; and, in fine, though it should be practicable to 
reunite all the documents upon which that liquidation was 
made, his Catholic Majesty knows too well what is due to 
his own dignity, tothe reputation of his ministers, and to 
the integrity of his tribunals, to consent thata foreign com 
mission suall deem itself authorized to revise their de- 


crees.”? 

That was the answer of the haughty old Don. 
If they had not any money in Spain, they had 
some honor left, and they stood upon it when the 
money was gone. Sir, whatever may be the effect 
of that feeling which the Spaniard has, upon the 
gentleman’s family whose claims are now before us, 
you and I, | hope, will ever respect that national 


feeling which rises indignant at an imputation 
| cast upon the character of its judicial insututions; 


and when once the head ofa nation has confessed 
its indebtedness to an individual, it becomes dis- 
honorable almost in that head to lend itself to 
inquiries as regards the motives of that proce- 


| dure. Nevertheless, Spain was a waning country. 


Island after island had been fillibustered away. 
Mexico was retreating from itsgrasp. Venezuela 
was passing away. Ecuador, Chill, Bolivia, and 
all those with new fangled names and new forms 
of government, were passing from the grasp of 
the mother country. She began to feel thata new 


| power was springing up, and though she had all 


the feelings of honor that recognize an insult, and 


| all the remains of the old Castilian pride that would 


resent it, yet she said: this new republic is not so 
sensitive to these matters as we are, and perhaps 
we had better yield. 

The Government of the United States consented 
at last to interfere again in behalf of Mr. Meade, 
and they determined that they would ask the 
Spanish Government to supply these records under 


the treaty; and they sent thither, after eight months | 


waiting. Governments do not move fast in these 
matters, and they did not do it, 1 am sorry to say, 
until the distinguished Secretary of State had, 
with a characteristic zeal, broken a lance or two 
with the Spanish Minister on the merits of the 
case—preferring to keep up his own credit as a 
severe letter-writer to the establishment of the just 
claim of a fellow-citizen. But de mortuis nil nisi 
bonum. After some time, Spain consented to the 
demand. After some six months she ordered that 
the archives of the Spanish courts should be ex- 
amined; and, accordingly, from pigeon-hole to 
pigeon-hole the clerks went. But, in the mean 
time, theseat of Government had been changed, and 
the documents of the various courts were in transilu 
from Seville to Cadiz, and from Cadiz to Madrid; 
and they were about in the same situation as some 
other State Departments have been; and the Span- 
ish Government said, we cannot supply you with 
all these papers now, but you shall be furnished 
with them as soon as possible. And while they 
were considering that matter, while they were 
hesitating upon this last failure, the time of the 
commission expired, the door was closed, and 
Mr. Meade was excluded from the benefits of that 
treaty. 

It is the duty of a Government to perform the 
duties it owes to any of its citizens,as much so as 
any of the duties whieh it owes to any other Gov- 
ernment. If Mr. Meadehad procured, as he might 
and can now procure, I presume, all the proofs of 
his claim upon the Spanish Government, the com- 
mission which sat in that city in 1822 and 182: 
would have allowed the claim; but he could not 
producethem. Isthat his fault? You may say it 
was his misfortune. Undoubtedly it was. 

But there is one clause of this treaty of 1820, 
which says that the Government of Spain pledges 
itself to supply the proofs which it has in its pos- 
session. Then the Government of the United 
States was solemnly pledged to demand those 
proofs. Suppose the Spanish Government had 
said, we refuse to give you up the sovereignty of 
Florida; suppose they had said, we retain, not- 
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withstanding the solemn compact of this treaty, 
all those vast everglades, and all the lands lymg 
between the mouths and heads of the rivers, and, 
instead of allowing you to take them in fee-simple, 
we will give them to our favorites, the Gevernor 
General of Cuba and others, the Government 
of the United States couid have justly declared 
war, and could have justly taken possession of 
what would give to them full satisfaction. What 
the Government of the United States owed to 
uself in the enforcement and fulfillment of that 
treaty, it owed to every gentieman concerned 
in the claims involved in that treaty. There 
can be no doubt to any man acquainted with 
national law, that the Government of the United 
States was in fault-in not making a treaty in 
behalf of Mr. Meade. He was foreclosed by the 
very terms of the treaty, and he had no longer 
any claim against Spain. If he had, there are 
gentlemen in the sound of my voice who would 
rejoice at it. Five hundred thousand dollars 
against the Government of Old Spain, and she not 
pay it, with Cuba within two days’ sail of our 
shores! We might annex Cuba to Florida, and 
tie her to the Everglades. It would be one of the 
best claims that we could institute against her, 
and I would ask nothing, if | desired to set up as 
a fillibuster, but to demand immediate compliance 
with this claim of $400,000 or $500,000. But I 
am arguing before the Congress of the United 
States, and in the presence of those who, while 
they see no wrong done to the Government, know 
that there is laid upon their consciences a sense to 
do right to the people of that Government, and to 
maintain the dignity and honor of this nation with 
regard to individuals as well as communities. 
They will not see injustice permitted towards one 
who has a claim upon us of this kind. 

This is a claim of a citizen of the United States, 
a native of the State of Pennsylvania, a merchant; 
and in that character is involved almost all we rec- 
ognize of honor between man and man. Itisto the 
merchant that our country owes much of its fame 
abroad. It is from the merchant and his business 
that the country derives its means and methods of 
greatness. Here, sir, is one who, by our neglect, 
has endured losses, ‘enough to break a royal mer- 
chant down,” and we stand here for thirty years 
debating whether we will consider his wrongs or 
not; spending more time in the discussion of the 
claim than the claim amounts to; not that I think 
that wrong, for in the way of honor, and truth, 
and justice | would cavil on the ninth part of a 
hair. I would spend ten thousand dollars in legis- 
lating upon one dime, if the spending of it involved 
the principle of honor or public faith. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) Ihave been 
listening to the argument of the gentleman, and I 
want to obtain information upon this subject. If 
1 understand the gentleman’s position, it is that 
this claim was properly included, and ought to 
have been allowed, by the commission. That the 
reason that the commission did not do so, was, 
that proofs were not furnished in time before the 
commission was dissolved; and that this Gov- 
ernment was under obligation to obtain the proof 
and submit it. They failed to do so, and therefore 
the commission declined to pass upon the claim; 
and that the claim was lost in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was the a fortiori 
part of the claim. © ad 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Did the commission leave 
the claim in a condition of suspense when they 
acjourned; or did they reject it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They did not directly 
reject it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I understand that 
the Government should have obtained the proof; 
and if they had done so, the claim woald have been 
allowed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The money was all ex- 
pended upon the other claims. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. But if this proof had 
been furnished to the commission in time, there is 
a probability, and, in the opinion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, a certainty, that they would 
have allowed the claim. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no doubt of it. 
There is in the report a statement of what the 
claim was. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. These inquiries are made 
merely to get at the facts of the case, as it is an 
important one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


I should regret to have 
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the intelligence of the committee rely entirely upon 
the statements which I make, for | see that while 
I] have confined my objections within the limits 
of the report, I have omitted many parts of it, 
which, if examined, would give strength, and will 
give strength, to the future arguments which will 
} be made upon this case. I forbear any argument 
here; I forbear any appeal to this committee be- 
yond this statement; and I reserve to myself the 
right to reply to objections which | presume will 
be made. I haveno doubt that they will be made, 
for they have been heretofore, and { am prepared 
toanswer them. But I do not think it is the part 
of an advocate to anticipate them, and make them 
known. I have already referred to only a few 
: strong points which will attract the attention of 
} the committee whenever the objections aremade. 
One of these I wish to recall the attention of the 
committee to: and that is, that the Government of 
the United States, while it felicitated Mr. Meade 
upon the success he had in procuring a liquidation 
of his account, did not fail to take to itself the 


1 credit of having assisted in that matter; that be- 
a af tween the death of the treaty of 1819 and the 
herb treaty of 1820, that treaty was null and void, and 
; ” the treaty had no bearing upon the condition of 
we pak the two countries, and the citizens of the two 
— countries, between the death of the old treaty and 
ity c' the birih of the new treaty; that the liquidation 
a a of the claim by the Spanish Government, in the 
te *i} full belief, to all appearances, that no new treaty 
ME Ah wasto bemade. Or, if they believed, as they might 
; 5 Fil believe, that two great nations, like the United 
at States and Spain, would not exist without a treaty, 
ma {? they might have taken it for granted that a treaty 

me ied would have been made, including all claims. 
ea Mr. Chairmen, I have already occupied more 


of the time of the committee than I intended. | 
repeat, that I] have endeavored to confine myself to 
y . a simple narrative of the facts, avoiding all arzu- 
i ment upon them. IT have also avoided appealing 
t to the feelings of the House. I appeal to the jus- 
y tice of the House, and to their justice alone. This 
a \ ig a claim brought against this Government by the 
family of a deceased American; and that family 
and I believe in its justice. That family has hope 
and confidence in your justice. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing strikes me more with a 
feeling of dread than to hear that somebody has 
; died and left his heirs a claim upon the Govern- 

ment of the United States. Sir, in the kingdom of 
f Siam, when a Minister wants to break down a 
rival Minister at court, he proceeds to ask the 
King to give his rival a white elephant. The 
' King does it; and the favored man spends his 
} wealth, his time, and his life, in trying to take 
care of this royal gift of the King. Mr. Chair- 
4} man, this white elephant is an emblem of the 
claims which are brought against our Government. 
ip Heavy hearts and light purses are the consequence 
7. i ofthem. Few, very few, succeed—scarcely enough 
iss to induce those who follow to hold on. Sir, of 
ei the thousands who ascend the steps of this Capitol, 
having claims upon the justice of Congress, scarcely 
any succeed, unless the claim is represented by a 
a lady. Then, sometimes, they do succeed. The 
> ie sueceed in justice; they succeed in truth; but, Mr. 
bar Chairman, there are too many young and gallant 
members of this House to allow a female to plead 
for justice at the hands of the House, and plead 
in vain; and even those like you and I, Mr. 
Chairman, with mottled locks upon our heads— 
we vote for these female-enforced claims also, and 
for the same reason—we cannot but remember 
that such things were, and were most dear. 
But, sir, | do not propose to continue these re- 
* Y marks any further at present, reserving to myself 
‘ the right to answer any objections which may be 

























































































































































































tude and importance, both as to the amount and 











































4 ' the principle involved, and on which payment is 
Fay i asked of the United States. My attention having 
ee been specifically called to it by the gentleman who 
1 is engaged in its prosecution before Congress, | did 
look into it with a view of satisfying myself as to 
i its justice and merits. If the principle on which 
: it rests be right; if it can be shown by the provi- 
te sions of the treaty with Spain, ratified in October, 
Be se | 1820, that the Government of the United States | 


' floor, and the Representatives 0 


Ss ee raised during the progress of the debate, when I- 

~, & use the privilege of the author of a report to close 
the argument. 

ed | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This claim, Mr. 

* i Chairman, has been pending for a long time be- 

Fi b fore Congress. It is one of considerable magni- 
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did renounce the claim of Meade, now presented | 
here, und relinquish all liability of the Spanish 
Government therefor, and assumed its settlement, 


/then it is a valid claim against the United States, 


and the Representatives of the Foes upon this 

the States in the 
other end of this building, should provide for its 
adjudication and payment upon the principles and 
in the manner specifted in the treaty. There are, 
however, two sides to this case; and when I am 
called on to vote this money to the heirs of the 
orivinal claimant, | must look to the rights of the 
other side, to the rights of those whose money 
must be taken to pay it, if paid at all. If there 
be any valid claim at all, it is provided for in the 
treaty of February, 1819. By the ninth article of 
that treaty It 1s provided: 

“The renunciation of the United States will extend to 
all the injarics mentioned in the convention of the Llib 
August, 1602. 

“2d. ‘Vo all claims on account of prizes made by French 
privateers, aud condemned by French cousuls within the 
territory and jurisdiction of Spain. 

“Sd. To ali claims of indemnities on account of the sus- 
peusion of the night of deposit at New Orleans in 1802 

‘4th. To all claims of citizens of the United States on 
the Government of Spain, arising from the uulawlul seiz- 
ures at sea, and in the ports and territories of Spain, or the 


; 


Spanish colonies.”? 


It will be conceded that in none of these pro- 
visions is Mr. Meade’s claim provided for. If 
provided for at all, itis provided for in the fifth 
clause of the ninth article. It isas follows: 


‘Sth. To all claims of ettizens of the United States on 
the Spanish Government, statements of which soliciting 
the interporition of the Government of the United states, 
have becn presented to the Departmeut of State, or to the 
Minister of the Ubited States in Spain, since the date of 
the convenuon of 1802, and until the signature of this 
treaty 


If the claim is embraced at all by the treaty, itis | 


under the clause which | have just read. IJtis 
embraced, however, not because of any inherent 
merit, but, as 1 conceive, merely for the reason 
that it was presented by our Minister to the 
Spanish authorities for adjudication. 

On what basis does this claim rest? 
legal gentlemen of this committee to determine 
whether it was such a claim, in view of its origin, 
that it devolved upon the Government of the Uni- 
ted States to any degree whatever the duty of 
interposing in behalf of the claimant. 

Was there any obligation, in consequence of 
Mr. Meade’s being a citizen of the United States, 
for his Government to interfere and ask a settle- 
ment of his claim? 


resident in the kingdom of Spain. 
was embroiled in wars. 
neutral Power. 


That country 


During his residence there, he 


made contracts with the Spanish Government to | 
He pur- | 
chased a draft, 1 believe, upon Mexico, then a | 
That draft was not honored | 


furnish them with tobacco and flour. 


province of Spain. 
and paid promptly, and he alleges, as a part of 
his claim, that he had to keep a vessel in the port 
of Vera Cruz for some months, waiting for his 
$300,000, the proceeds of the draft, to take back 
to Spain. 

Again, he took upon himself the execution of a 
commission in bankruptcy, and when he had got 
the funds in his hands he failed to pay them over. 
Perhaps it was not strictly legal for him to pay 


them out; | do not know how that is; but some of | 
the claimants who believed they were entitled to a | 


part of the funds of the bankrupt concern, took 
legal steps against Mr. Meade, and for failing to 


pay over that money, he was incarcerated in jail, | 
according to the laws and customs of Spain. He | 


alleges, | believe, that he had paid the money into 
the royal treasury of Spain, under a decree of the 
proper authorities of the Government. 


and damages in his commercial and business trans- 
actions with the Government of Spain, and his 


imprisonment growing out of and under that com- | 


mission of bankruptcy. 

Now, sir, this is the character of his claim, con- 
tracted, under these circumstances, against a Gov- 
ernment with which we were at peace, for furnish- 


ing that Government, which was engaged in wars | 
with other nations, with the sinews of war. But | 


afterwards this Government did come in, as a mere 
matter of grace and favor—as I think I shal! show 
before I get through—and present the claim of 


,, Mr. Meade, and ask for its settlement. 


' Well, sir, thus stood Mr. Meade’s claim in 1819 


I ask the || 


Sir, he had left his own coun- | 
try. He had located in and been for years a | 


His Government was a | 


These are | 
the items of which his claim i8 made up, for losses | 





__ April 21, 


. . ere 
when the treaty was negotiated in this city be- 
tween Mr. Adams, then Secretary of State, and 
the Spanish Minister. The condition was that 
that treaty was to be ratified within a limited time 
or else it was to be nul} and void. The President 
and Senate of the United States ratified it, but the 
Spanish Government failed to ratify it. When 
they failed to ratify it, Mr. Meade, through the 
friendly interposition of our then Minister at Mad- 
rid, Mr. Forsyth, again presented his claim to the 
Spanish Government for liquidation, and that Goy. 
ernment did settle and liquidate the claim. They 
acknowledged the debt, or, rather, they compro- 
mised with him, and agreed to give him a certif. 
cate upon the Royal exchequer for the amount of 
his claim, which took it out of the provisions of 
the treaty with Spain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The last treaty. 

Mr. JONES. The last treaty was the same as 
the first, with, perhaps, a few slight alterations jy 
regard to some grants of land in Florida. When 
rentlemen assert that we got the Floridas for these 
debts, they should recollect that we transferred io 
Spain, by that treaty, a country larger in extent, 
and more fertile than the Floridas ever can be. 
We transferred in that treaty—as one of the re. 
ports which | have upon this subject shows—the 
entire country between the Sabine and the Rio 
Grande—what is now Texas. It was thus that 
this claim stood at the time of the rejection, or 
rather failure, on the part of Spain to ratify the 
treaty, when Mr. Forsyth, our Minister, again 
interposed to procure its acknowledgment and set- 
tlement by theSpanish Government. The Spanish 
Gevernment did, under the interposition of the 
United States, acknowledge and settle the unset- 
tled claim of Meade; and on the ]7th of May, 
1820, gave to Meade acertificate of the amount of 
his ascertained debt, for $491,153 62, and an order 
on the Royal Treasury of Spain, with interest 

from that date; which was not paid, because of 
the embarrassed state of the Spanish finances. 
This acknowledgment and finding of the claim of 
Meade by the Spanish Government, at a time 
when there was no treaty ratified or pending be- 
tween the two Governments, entirely changed the 
character and nature of Meade’s claim, and took 
| it out of the provisions of the treaty of 1819, if 
it had ever been embraced. After the settlement 
of Meade’s claim, the treaty of 1819 was revived, 
and finally ratified by the two Governments in 
October, 1820. That the settled, funded claim of 
Meade, as it was at the time of the ratification of 
the treaty in October, after its liquidation, was not 
included and provided for, it is only necessary to 
refer to the report of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Cuanner,] from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The committee, in their report 
to this House, say: 


“As the treaty stands, this Government is exonerated 
from the payment of Mr. Meade’s claim. The negotiations 
being thus definitively closed, Mr. Meade was thrown upon 
his own exertions, 

“The negotiation being thus definitively closed, Mr. 
Meade was thrown upon his own exerlions, He continued 
to urge bis claim on the Government of Spain, and, with 
the aid of the friendly offices of our Minister, was at length 
snecessful. On the 19th May, 1820, his claims were liqui 
dated and their validity acknowledged ; and a certificate in 
due form was given to him, as evidence of bis acknowl- 
edged debt, amounting, in his own right, to $373,879 88. 

} “This adjustment was made by both parties in the faith 
| that Spain, and Spain alone, was to be responsible for the 
debt. ; 

‘Tt was made at the instance of our Government, which 
even took some credit to itself for its agency in effecting !t. 

“The grounds of the claim, as it stood at the signing the 
|| treaty, were entirely changed, both in regard to the evidence 
and responsibility. From an unliquidated claim, resting 
on the evidence of original contracts and of personal inj 
| ries, for which the United States were then quast respor- 
| sible, it had now become a liquidated debt, resting ~ the 
| express contract of the Government, and for which Spain 
| 
! 





alone was responsible. r 

“This change of the character of the claim, thus com- 
municated to our Government, was psr se a revocation : 
| all prior authority to interpose on behalf of the claimant, 
and a renunciation of any benefit, ander any construction 
or understanding of the treaty, or that could accrue trom 
its resuscitation at any future period. ae. 

“The provisions of the treaty, as signed, under any ae 
struction, were no longer applicable or appropriate "o aa 
case, The claim on which the interposition of the por 
ernment bad been solicited no longer existed. ae rn 
no longer anything, either as to amount or oolltity, e 
judication. There was nothing left to be done but the pa) 
ment of an acknowledged debt. - 
|| It does not appear that Mr. Meade gave any ~ in 
|, thority to the Government to interpose on his beball, satiey 
|| any way assented to waive the benefit of the ee _ 
| thas assumed by Spain; but, on the contrary, thar) 
| 
! 


, 3 
sequent interference of the Government was without hi 
' consent, and against his remonstrances. 
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« About the same time negotiations were renewed at 
Madrid, and the signed treaty of 1519, with an additional 
; niele annulling three Spanish grants of land in Florida, 
oa offered on our part as the basis of the negotiation—not 
as deriving any validity from its having been signed by the 
sarties, or from its having been ratified by this Government, 
E Las a proposition which was presented for the then future 
me nt of the Cortes and of the United States. 
* sé Jn October, 1820, that proposition and the memorial of 
Mr. Meade were both pending before the Cortes ; and the 
question Was there raised, if the treaty should be agreed to, 
. no was to pay Mc. Meade’s debts—Spain or the United 
tates? A committee was appointed to ascertain the fact. 
The committee was informed by the Spanish Ministry that 
the debt was to be assumed by the United States; and on 
applying to our Minister, they understood him to say that 
it should be paid by the United States ifthe treaty was 
agreed to by the Cortes, and that the debt spoken of was 
the debt as acknowledged by the Government of Spain. 

Our Minister, however, did not understand the conver 
cation as having any official character. He took no note 
of it, nor did he make any communication respecting it to 
his Government nor does he admit having given any assur 
ance that the debt should be paid, though he thinks it 
probable he may have said that it was provided for by the 
treaty.” 

Now, sir, there stands the report of the com- 
mittee; and by it they show conclusively, beyond 
doubt or cavil, that Meade’s debt against. Spain 
was not included by any one of the provisions of 
the treaty. In order to make it a good claim 
against the United States, such an oneas we would 
be justifiable in voting to pay outof the Treasury 
of ourown Government, it is necessary to relieve it 
feom the predicament in which the committee were 
constrained to place it, or rather, in which they | 
found it. How is this to bedone? Certainly not 
by appealing to the provisions of the treaty; for 
the committee state that, by that instrument, 
Meade is precluded from all claim against the 

Tnited States. But, sir, to fix this claim upon the 

nite ’ I 

Inited States, oral testimony is resorted to to prove 

i ’ . 
what was the opinion, respecting this claim, of the 
American Minister at Madrid, at the time the rati- 
fication of the treaty was under consideration by 
the Spanish Cortes, in October, 1820. For this 
purpose the deposition of Guerera, a member of 
the Cortes at the time, is produced, not to prove 
what is in the treaty, but what was the opinion of 
a particular individual at that time as to whether 
Meade’s debt against the Spanish Government was 


renounced, and its paymentassumed by the United 
States. 

Well, sir, they took the deposition of Guerera, 
some years afterwards, in Philadelphia, | believe, 
before Francis Hopkinson, and it is here in the 
report which lies upon your table. He deposes 
that, in order to avoid any possible misunder- 
standing or mistake upon the subject, he, with 
another member of the Cortes, were deputed as a 
commission, while the treaty was under the con- 
sideration of the Cortes, to wait upon the Ameri- | 
can Minister at Madrid, [Mr. Forsyth,] to inquire 
of him whether he construed the Meade claim as 
it then stood, or as it was claimed to stand, to be | 
within the terms of the treaty. He testifies, fur- 
ther, that Mr. Forsyth, our Minister, gave it as 
his clear and distinct opinion, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States would be res;onsible 
for the debt of Meade, if the treaty should be rat- | 
tied. 1 will read his language. He says: 


‘Tn order to avoid any possible misunderstanding or mis- 
take upon this subject, it was proposed in the Cortes thata 
committee of two of its members should be appointed to 
wart on the Minister of the United States, Mr. Forsyth; 
and accordingly this deponent, with Mr. Thomas L[sturio, 
member ot the city Cadiz, were appointed, did wait on Mr. 
Forsyth, and obtained from that gentleman the clear and 
distivet assurance that the debt due to Richard W. Meade 
would certainly be paid to him by the United States, if the 
treaty were ratified by the Spanish Government, and the 
Cessions above mentioned totally annulled. 

** And this deponent solemnly declares that these assur- 
ances, thus conveyed to the Cortes, and these assurances 
only, induced that body to annul the grants of land in the 
Floridas, two of which fad been acknowledged valid in | 
— weaty itself; that had not the Cortes been perfectly sat- | 

ted by these solemn assurances that the national debt (as 
it was regarded) due to Richard W. Meade would be tully 
paid by the United States, it would not have consented to 
pa ove grants of land, as far as respected the United 
. oo, wa pone have vacated them as respects individuals | 
ish rt ty had been made, reserving them to the Span 
of won Dy the law of reversion, for the express purpose | 

paying, by them, the dett due to the said Richard W. | 
Meade, ether by their transfer to said Meade, or by sale, 


eee product thereof would have paid the debt and 


Now, Sir, it is not for me to say what credit 
Wil attach to this gentleman’s testimony; but 
—_ _ testimony is brought in conflict with 
: of Mr. Forsyth 8; when the question is to be 
— by a conflict with the testimony of a num- | 
er of the Spanish Cortes and that of Mr. For- |, 


syth, who was our Minister at that Court, it is 
not perhaps necessary for me to say how | should 
decide it. Mr. Forsyth’s testimony is contained 
in another part of the report; and he says: 

* No persons ever presented themselves to me, as a com- 
mittee of the Spanish Cortes, during my residence in Mad- 
rid as the Minister of the United States. Uf l ever had any 
conversation with those deputies on the subject of the Flor 
ida treaty, L am entirely unconscious that they spoke with 
me by the authority of that body, or that any importance 
was attached to the opinion [ might express. Li is proper 
to add, that | should have stated, on such application, unat 
I believe Mr. Meade’s claim was provided for in the treaty 
of cession. This opinion was freely expressed to all who 
conversed with me, and may have been, and no doubt was, 
to Joseph Moreno de Guerera, in the presence of Mr. Isturio. 
The only conversation | distinctly recollect was held with 
Martinez de la Rosa, also a deputy of the Cortes, and of the 
commission to whoin was reterred the treaty of [8!19.”” 

This, sir, is the testimony of Mr. Forsyth. In 
the conclusion of his deposition he says: 

**T wish it to be clearly understood that I do not question 
the accuracy of Joseph Moreno de Guerera’s statement fur 
ther than relates to my fonversing with him and Mr. Isturio 
as a committee from the Cortes. The Cortes may have 
given them such a commission, and the conversavion may 
have been held in consequence thereof; uf it was, | have 
no recollection of it, and do not Know that they were con 
versing with me officially, and certainly did not say more 
than that Mr. Meade’s claim was included in the treaty of 


1819. 

Such, sir, is the whole sum and substance of 
Mr. Forsyth’s deposition. The most that can be 
deduced trom it is, thatif he expressed any opinion 
at all in reference to the claim, it was a private 
opinion, and not officially communicated to the 
Cortes or those representing the Spanish Govern- 
ment. He says that whatever he said was merely 
an opinion of his own; but that if he ever ex- 
pressed any opinion, it was, that this claim was 
included within the treaty. 

Sir, after Mr. Forsyth returned home, he be- 
came a member of this House. Inthe Nineteenth 
Congress, first session, he, as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, made a report upon 
this very claim, in which he says: 

‘“ The committee consider that the decision of the com 
missioners, forming a tribunal of limited and specified 


jurisdiction under a treaty, ought to be considered conclu 
sive, and would recommend that the whole subject of claims 


of citizens of the United States on Spain, prior to 1819, | 


should be deemed settled.” 


Thus it will be seen that he, as a member of 
this House, reported a recommendation that the 
whole subject of claims of citizens of the United 
States on Spain, prior to 1819, should be consid- 
ered settled. He goes on further to say: 

* But the petitioner alleges that his claim has not been, 
and could not be, fairly examined by the commissioners, 
for the want of sundry papers in the hands of the Spanish 
Government, which they were bound to furnish; which 
were, at his instance, duly demanded, were not furnished 
prior to the day fixed by the treaty tor the termination of the 
commission, and the final decision on all clatins presented 
to it; indeed, not yet furnished by the Government ot 


Spain.”’ 

Notwithstanding this expression of opinion in 
the report, the committee reported a bill providing 
that this and other claims which had been before 
that commission, should again be referred to the 
commission for adjudication. The bill, however, 
did not-pass. This case was, in the Nineteenth 
Congress, First Session, referred to a select com- 
mittee of the Senate, of which Mr. Thomas M. 
Clayton was then a member. That gentleman 
ulate an unfavorable report upon it, which con- 
cluded as follows: 

“Resolved, That the prayer of the memorialist ought not 
to be granted.”’ 

Now, sir, from the position in which I find this 
case, so far as I have thus presented it to this 
committee, my mind has been brought to the con- 
clusion, that Mr. Meade has no claim upon the 
Government of the United States, but that he had 
a good and valid claim upon the Spanish Govern- 
ment, which thatGovernment ought to have paid. 
lf 1 could have doubted as to the justice of the 
claim, there is one more document to which I call 
the attention of the committee, and more especially 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It is 
one of those which have not been brought up in 
company with reports on this claim for years 
past. It is one which I doubt whether my friend 
from Pennsylvania has ever seen or heard of. 
The report of the committee says: 

“Second Session Eighteenth Congress, 1824-25. Peti- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Committee discharged, and referred to the Secretary of 
State, and reported on.—( Reports No. 40.’’) 
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which the Senate referred this claim, was the iden- 
tical gentleman who negotiated this treaty in 1819, 
to wit: John Quincy Adams. In his report he re- 
ferred the Senate to two letters which he had writ- 
ten on the subject, one to our Minister in Spain, 
and the other to the representative at Spain to this 
Government. It is, to my mind, the clearest, 
plainest, and most conclusive document I have 
ever perused. Ele meets several of the points of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The letter to 
Mr. Solman, the Spanish Minister, is among the 
papers appended to the report of the committee; 
but the one written by Mr. Adams to our Minis- 


ter at Madrid, is not in it; and it seems to be out’ 


of place in the document where it is printed. It 
was aconsiderable time before | could find it. It 
is headed: **Extract of the general instructions, 
No. 1, from Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, to 
Mr. Nelson, Minister Plenipotentiary to Spain, 
dated Department of State, Washington, 28th 
April, 1823.” It goes on to say that: 


* A letter from the Spanish Chargé d’ Affaires, Mr. Sol- 
man, dated the l5th of April, has been received at this 
Department, inclosing a copy of one trom Mr. Anduaga to 
Mr. R. W. Meade, of 16th October, }22, relating to his 
claim pending before the commissioners under the Florida 
treaty, transtations of these papers, and a copy of my an 
swer to Mr. Solinan’s Jetter, are herewith inclosed. The 
claim of Mr. Meade, as presented to the commissioners, 
was palpably not, and could not be embraced by the treaty, 
as an order tor paymentof it by the Spanish Department of 
Finance. Spain was undoulnedly bound to the payment 
otitin full; and so she was for the payment of all the cer- 
uficates of her publie debt which were purchascable in the 
market at thirty or forty per cent. of their nominal value.”? 


My friend from Pennsylvania spoke of these 
people having been kept out of their money so 
long; that it should be paid in full because it was 
a settled, liquidated debt; but here your own 
Secretary of State tells you at the time that it was 
not, and could not be included within the treaty. 
Ele shows you the reason why it could not be in- 
cluded. He maintains that the debt, such as it 
was, on Spain, was worth but thirty or forty 
cents on the dollar in market. Spain was not 
able to pay her debts at the time, and that was the 
reason, as Mr. Adams shows, why she did not 
pay this liquidated debt of Mr. Meade. 

dsut again, Mr. Adams says: 

** All the claims provided for by the treaty were unset- 
tled claims, the proper subjects of compromise, and the 
avowed and unequivocal principle of the treaty was to 
make such compromise. This was well known to Mr. 
Meade, as well as to the Spanish Government. The first 
report of the Spanish Jonta of four counselors in favor of 
Mr. Meade’s claim, was made on the 30th September, 1819, 
after the termination of the period when the treaty should 
have been ratified by Spain. The certifieate delivered to 
Mr. Meade in May, 1820, directed that the sum which had 
been found due to him should be paid out of the funds of 
the Royul Finance Department, with interest. ‘The treaty, 
though not ratified by Spain, was then publicin Europe and 
America. Ithad twice been communicated by the Presi 
dent of the United States to Congress-—first in February, 
1819, immediately after 1t was signed, and again in Decem- 
ber of the same year, when it was published with the doc- 
uments at the commencement of that session.’’ 


Then, sir, it was not possible that Mr. Meade 
could have been mistaken. He understood the 
provisions of this treaty; he understood the na- 
ture and character of his claim; and he knew, I 
doubt not, that his claim was not one of those pro- 
vided for by this treaty. 

But, says Mr. Adams: 

** It was well known to Mr. Meade that it did not provide 
for his claim thus liquidated and acknowledged. If he, 
then, expected that it should ever be chargeable upon the 
United States, that was the time for him to have so declared 
to the Spanish Government. The nature of his claim was 
entirely changed by the liquidation, but it made, and could 
make, no corresponding change in the stipulation of the 
treaty. It was not for an order on the funds of the Royal 
Finance Department of Spain, for near half a million of 
dollars, with interest from May, 1%20, that the United States 
had undertaken to provide ; and the real effect of the liqui- 


dation and certificate was to take the case entirely out of 
the trea‘y.’’ 


Now, sir, my friend from Pennsylvania dwelt 
somewhat upon the fact that our Government had 
taken some credit to itself for having aided Mr. 
Meade in procuring an acknowledgment of his 
debt; but, sir, it is not so surprising that the offi- 
cers of the Government should have taken to 
themselves some credit for that, as that Mr. Meade 
should claim that because they had done so, they 
were bound to pay the debt. Upon this point, 
Mr. Adams says: 

‘It was a strange use to make of the warm interest and 
ardent solicitation of the American Minister in Spain in 


Mr. Meade’s favor, to obtain a settlement by Spain of his 
claims, and of the friendly congratulation of the American 


Now, it happens that the Secretary of State, to || Secretary of State, after it had beew obtained, when the 
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treaty had no eristence, to contend that these manifesta- 
tions of Kindness to him, bound the United States to pay- 
ment in full of his demand upon Spain, if the treaty should 
ever be ratified.” 

‘There is the answer of the Secretary of State 
who negotiated that treaty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will my friend from 
Tennessee allow me to say in reply, that whatso- 
ever Mr Meade may have done, or Mr. Adams 
may have responded to him, it was not included 
My remarks upon that point 
were intended to meet a charge which has some- 
times been made, and which | dare sey will be 
uttered here, to the effect that Mr. Meade made 
his settlement by some collusion on the part of 
the Government. That was all | intended. I did 
Hot suppose that our Government was thereby 
bound to prosecute the matter further, nor do | 
admit that Mr. Meade’s case ought to have been 
excluded from the treaty. 

Mr. JONES, I did not know that any such 
charge of collusion had been made. I do not 
make any such; nor do I know why any such 
charge should be made; for I suppose that the 
Spanish Government, at the time they made this 
settlement, expected at least to be able to pay the 


inmy argument, 


money themselves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to impute 
that the rentleman from Tennessee had made such 
acharge. | merely meant to lodge that asa caveat 
against anything of the kind. 

Mr. JONES. Here is the principle upon which 
they settled; and it seems that they did not settle 
it exactly upon evidence, but upon a compromise: 


** And, lastly, we do hereby certify, that, in compliance 
with the above mentioned order of his Majesty, and having 
employed on our part all the means that prudence could 
suggest, and atter holding several conferences with the 
concerned, we bave compromised the matter, and agreed 
that the 8,500,000 reals. for damages and personal injuries 
claimed by him according to bis reclamations, shall be re 
doced to 5,461,500 reals vellon; making the sum total due to 
Mr. Meade, tor bis own claims and tor those ot the persons be 
represente, 9,023,072 reals and 11] maravedis, which amount 
he must receive from the Royal finance for all his claims 
to principal and interest, (the latter calculated down to the 
date of the liquidation,) and for the damages and personal 
iijdries above-mentioned, in this order, viz: 7,477,595 
reals and 7 maravedis belonging to Mr. Meade himself ; 
1,503.59) reals belongingto Mr. Jobn Dickson ; and 841,887 
reales and 4 maravedis vellon, belonging to the American 
citizens, consigned to Mr. James Wardrop, as appears more 
extensively and minutely from the documents of proceedings, 
to which we refer ourselves ; and for the complete fulfill 
ment of the royal order above-mentioned, we give the pres- 
ent certificate, 

BRUNO VALLARINO, 

JOSE VASQUEZ BALLESTEROS, 
THE MARQUIS DE LAS HERMAZAS, 
JUAN FLORIN., 

Manprip, May 17, 1820. 

‘The King has been pleased to approve this liquidation. 

Roya. Patace, May 19, 1820. 

‘JOSE CANGA ARGUELLES. 

Mr. Adams goes on, in his letter to Mr. Nelson, 
and says, further: 


“The principle of the treaty is a compromise of unad 
iusted claims. The principle of the liquidation was pay- 
mentin full, with profuse allowances for interest and dam- 
ages; these, very suitably for Spain to make in acknowl- 
edgment of great services of the claimant to ber, werein no 
wise proper for the United States, being under no such ob 
ligatious to assume, nor could they assume them without 
wrong to other claimants, more entitled to favor from them, 
thongh less from Spain, than Mr. Meade. In that liquida 
tion it is abundantly shown, by Mr. Meade himeelt, that 
the Spanish tribunals intended to discharge a debt of Span 
ish gratitude, as well as of justice ; to remunerate services, 
as wellas to fulfill engagements. [tis doubttul whether any 
others of the claimants, under the treaty, will obtain any 
allowance tor interest, even sitople interest, upon the clear 
est and most inveterate of their demands. Mr. Meade’s 
liquidated claim calls for interest upon interest on a debt of 
halfa million of dollars ; compound interest accruing after 
the treaty was signed, and accumulating by the act of Spain 
herself, in withholding the stipulated ratification of the 
treaty. Other claimants besides Mr. Meade, had been 
wrongfully and far more rigorously imprisoned by authority 
of the Spanish Government. Should they be paid at 
the rate of nearly $40,000 a year for such detention, the 
§5, 000,000 allotted to the settlement of the claims, five times 
doubled, would scarcely suffice for their satisfaction. To 
complete the demonstration that Mr. Meade’s liquidated 
claim was not included in the treaty, let it be supposed that 
the order, which, in May, 1820, he received upon the funds 
of the Royal Finance Department, had been immediately 
paid, and thatthe Spanish Government had afterwards rat- 
ified the treaty as it did, Mr. Meade would assuredly then 
have had no claim under the treaty ; and as liule could the 
Spanish Government have claimed repayment by the United 
States of the money paid to Mr. Meade. 


{t does seem to me that this argument of Mr. 
Adams is clear and conclusive; that is, that if the 
Spanish Government, after the claim had been 
liquidated, had paid Mr. Meade, he of course 
would have had no claim upon this Government. | 


read still further from this same letter, ‘‘and why || eral Vives explicitly declined. ‘There was, indeed, no 


“was not the order upon the Royal Finance Depart- 


ment immediately paid???’ Mr. Meade himself 
has answered, that 1t was owing to the embarrass- 
ments of the new revolution. He petitioned the 
Cortes for immediate payment, and to designate 
the mode of payment. But he could obtain no 
definite resolution from the Cortes, till the 5th of 
October, 1820, the day they decided in favor of 
ratifying the Florida treavy; upon which occasion 
Mr. Meade says: 


* They ordered that my memorial should be united with 
the papers relative to the treaty, aud submitted vo the King, 
in Order to have it ascertuined Whether the American Gov 
ernment had Consented to the tutroduction of my indit idual 
claim into the negouation of the treaty, and if so, that the 
American Government bad distinctly assumed upon itself 
the paymenutol my claun, and had wholly exonerated Spain 
from it; butatat shouid be found that my case had not been 
taken into view by the negotiators, and wus not distinctly 
understood as embraced in the treaty stipulations, they, in 
that case, decreed the immediate payment of the debt by 
the Spanish Government. Upon this reference trom tbe 
Cortes, the Spanish Minister of Sta pronounced an un 
equivocal opinion that the debt had been distinctly and 
specifically assumed by the United States in exonerauon of 
Spain; or would be so upon the exchange of the raufica- 
tion.”? 

** Here we see that the Cortes, when advising the ratifi- 
eation of the treaty before them, considered the assumption 
by the United States of Mr. Meade’s claim as entirely de 
pending on the question whether it had indir iduaily, dis- 
tinetly, and specifically been treated tor in the negotiation 
between Mr. Quis and the American Secretary of State. 
‘This the Cortes did not kuow, with the treaty and ali the 
documents of the negouation betore them.,’’ 


Then, sir, it was not until they had determined 
to ratify: this treaty that they pretended to give 
Meade any satisfacuon as to whether they would 
pay his debt or not; and it was because, as Mr. 
Adams says, and as Mr. Meade himself has 
shown, of the embarrassed condition of the Span- 
ish Government. It was because they had not 
the money at their disposal with which to pay the 
claim. When it was raufied, they found it con- 
venient to try to put Mr. Meade off for a time, 
and to put him upon this Government for the pay- 
ment of a debt which they were bound to pay. 

Again, Mr. Adams further says: 


“* Mr. Meade proceeds in his memorial to say, ‘ the opinion | 


ot the Minister was tounded (as 1 was informed trom Aizh 
authoritu) upon tacts suid to have been notorious to the 
negouators Of the treaty, and verified, as it was suid, by the 
official communications of Mr. Quis to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, to wit: that iIny claim had been introduced by 
name into the discussion between Mr. Adams and Mr. 
Onis, who finally agreed, in their verbal conferences, that it 
should be assumed and paid by the United States ; that Mr. 
Outs proposed the juseruion of my name, and a specific 
stipulation to that effect im the treaty ; but Giat Mr. Adams 
thought it unnecessary to do so, though he agreed to the 
insertion of a clause intended to comprehend my case, with 

out naming it, and to exonerate Spain from the debt, with 
the understanding, nevertheless, thatit was to be specifically 
assumed and paid by the United States.’ 1] shall notin 

quire how it happened that the Cortes, with this fable said 
to have been verified by the official communications of 
Mr. Onis to the Spanish Government, before thei, could 
have referred it to the King, lo ascertain Wheiher Mr. 
Meade’s claim had been assumed by the United States or 
not; nor how the Minister of State, to whom it wasagain 
referred, should have been so uncertain with regard to the 
fact, as merely to give an opinion that the claim had been 
specifically assumed by the United States, or would be so, 
upon the exchange of the rutificatwns. Neither shall I ask 
how it happened that Mr. Meade, at Madrid, in October, 
1820, with tus claim liquidated and acknowledged, and 
demanding immediate payment, when put off with these 
uncertainties of the Cortes and the Minister, should have 


contented himself with this information from high authority, | 


of tacts said to have been notorious, and said to have been 
verified by official communications of Mr. Onis to his Gov 
ernment, without demanding, as, under those circumstances 
he had the unquestionable right, and the deepest interest to 
do, authenticated copies of these official communications of 
Mr. Onis, to produce them betore the American Govern 
ment: How it happened that tor this ondy document which 
could have given Mr. Meade the shadow of a claim upon the 
American Government for specific satistacuon of his liqui- 
dated claim, he took at Madrid this information from high 
authority ot things suid to have been said, and then come to 
the United States, and called upon their President and 
Senate to palm upon the people of this Union the payment 
ot half a million of dollars, with interest, to him, orto annul, 
by a conditional ratification, the Florida treaty, with this 
hearsay of hearsay, for the only color of his demand. 

* But the iacility with which Mr. Meade received upon 
trust this information from Aigh authorvy of an official doc 
ument which would have been the only admissible voucher 
tor his new claim upon the United States, is not the only 
surprising part of this allegation in his memorial to the 
President. He suys that the Spanish Minister of State 
pronounced an unequivocal opinion that the debt had been 
distinctly and specifically assumed by the United States, in 
exoneration of Spain, or would be sv upon the exchange of 
the ratificuéwns. That it bad not been, is now shown be- 
yond all power of reply, vor was it at the exchange of the 
ratifications. Mr. Meade, after failing in the attempt to 
stay the ratification of the United States, did apply to the 


Spauish Minister then here, General Vives, to make some | 


such specific reference to his individual claim, which Gen 
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pretence upon which it could have been made, and 
tale which Mr. Meade had received from high Guthovine 
appears to be no other than a device to elude his importy, 
ties for payment, and only proves the consciousness of 
necessity for resorting to fiction to give a show of colorin 
to Mr. Meade’s liquidated claim, as chargeable tj ut 
United States.” . 


Mr. Adams says, further: 


“The subsequent liquidation and acknowledgment of 
the Spanish tribunals gave Mr. Meade a uew and entir: ly 
distinct claim upon Spain. [t was an order upon the 
Spanish treasury for a specine sum Of money, with interest 
from May, 1820. The effect of this transaction Was to take 
the claims of Mr. Meade entirely out of the treaty, and 
Spain, by the subsequent ratification of the treaty, Without 
noticing in any manner this claim or its liquidation, gave 
the United States some reason for insisting, were they so 
disposed, that no provision for any part of it had been made 
by the treaty at all. P 

** But the rule of equity applicable to this case, and by 
which substantial justice may be done to all parties is thie. 

‘Mr. Meade’s claims, as existing and exhibited before the 
signature of the treaty, are included in its provisions. Their 
amount and validity must be proved to the Commissioners 
conformably to the provisions of the treaty. The allow. 
ance or rejection of every item in them must be deternines 
on principles apphed by the Commissioners to all other 
claims ofa simlar description before them. The sum finatiy 
awarded to him must be subject to all the other provisions 
of the treaty. To charge the United States in the exae 
proportion stipulated by the treaty, and to suffer deductiog 
from their admitted account, in common with all the other 
claims, as they may be finally admitted. So far have they 
been assumed by the United States, and so far has Spain heey 
exonerated from them. For the balance of the sum whieh 
Mr. Meade may thus receive from the United States to 
equalize in amount the specific sum with interest, from 
May, 1820, awarded him by the Spanish liquidation, his 
claim remains unimpaired upon the Spanish treasury. It 
was never assumed or renounced by the United States—it 
was never cancelled by Spain. For the decisions of her own 
tribunals, subsequent to the signature of the treaty, Spain 
alohwe must be responsible. The treaty alone must be the 
standurd to which the decisions of the American Commis- 
sioners, and the obligations of the United States must con- 
Jorm.’? 

Mr. Chairman, I think any gentleman who will 
take up and peruse this letter of Mr. Adams to 
Mr. Nelson, upon this subject, will have sufficient 
information to give him an insight into the whole 
history of this claim, and determine him as to its 
validity. 

This is a claim which has been frequently con- 
sidered upon this floor since I have been a member 
of this House. The last time within my recollec- 
tion any action was taken upon it, was in 1848, 
when it was discussed at length. No report of 
that debate is preserved, because the debates upon 
private claims were not then reported at all. | 
recollect, however, that it was discussed for three 
or four days; and the Journal will show that when 
it was reported to the House, a motion was made 
to lay it upon the table, which was carried by a 
very large majority—I think by 118to 38. From 
that time to this, I believe, there has been no action 
in this House upon this claim. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said in the outset, if I 
believed this Government was legally and equi- 
tably bound to pay this debt, I, for one, should be 
in favor of paying it to the last farthing. eSuch, 
however, is not my impression. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I have risen, 
Mr. Chairman, to reply briefly to what the gentle- 
man, who has just taken his seat (Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee} said on one of the points, which he 
raised. This | can do most effectually by turning 
against himself his most material witness—the 
witness, among all he has summoned to his aid, on 
whom he most relies. This witness is John Quincy 
Adams. 

By our treaty with Spain, we exonerated her 
from the payment of the claims of our citizens 
upon her, and assumed to pay them ourselves, £0 
far as they were valid, and so far as $5,000,000 
would be sufficient to pay them. The honorable 
gentleman denies that the claim of Richard W. 
Meade has a place among these claims. 1 main- 
tain that it has. This is the issue between us. 
To sustain himself he has quoted largely from Mr. 
Adams. But the gentleman has, surely, in this 
instance, allowed clouds to come into his very 
clear brain, and hence he has seen one thing for 
another. What has he proved by Mr. Adams‘ 
Why, that we are not held by the Spanish liqu'- 
dation of this claim—a liquidation subsequent 0 
the signing of the treaty. 1 admit that we are not 
held by it. But I insist that we are bound to ree- 
ognize the claim in spite of that liquidation. 
insisted Mr. Adams, as I shall prove by his words, 
quoted from the same letter from which the hon- 
orable gentleman quoted: 


“it was intended by the Government of the United 
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that Mr. Meade’s claims, as then exhibited to them? 
nnsettied, disputed claims, mixed character, for contracts * 
~ jossex upon exchange, for depreciation of Spanish Gov- 
saan paper, for interest, and for damages, all, except 
a of most uncertain amount and validity, should, in 
emmon with the other claims provided for, have the bene 


siates, 


the first, 


-orthe treaty. But no stipulation of special favor to the 
ims of Mr. Meade, at the expense of other claimants, 
aa, OF would be intended by the Government of the United 

ya ee The claim presented by Mr. Meade to the Com 

missioners is for an acknowledged debt from the Spanish 

Government to him, dated May, 182, and directed to be 
‘aid out of the funds of the Royal Finance Departinent, with 

pa west. T'o say that this isnot the cluim which, in Febru- 

ere the United States had renounced and agreed to 
om i, would be to say that daylight is not darkness.” 


w 


compound, 
‘ies whether theclaim in question comes within 
the seupe of the treaty, 1 am willing to leave to the 
decision of Mr. Adams—to the decision of the 
centleman’s own witness. [am glad that it was 
tbe honorable gentleman himself who called Mr. 
Adams to the stand; for he has thereby rendered 
himself incompetent to impeach him, 

| might pause here. But 1 will add a few special 
-easons why the soundness of Mr. Adams’s con- 
lusion in this case is to be relied on. Itis to be 
relied on, uot only because Mr. Adams, in addi- 
tion to being an honest man, was a preéminently 

e one; nor because, also, that he gave to this 
subject, as the paper from which we have quoted 
shows, the most patient and laborious investiga- 
tion; but because, also, that Mr. Adams disliked 
Mr. Meade; nay, well nigh abhorred him. Mr. 
A. was a man of very strong feelings. He did 
not like and dislike so much as he loved and hated. 
He scouted the pretensions of Meade to a peculiar 
sacredness for his claim; and seemed well nigh to 
hate Meade for those pretensions. Hewas willing 
toadmit thatthe treaty provided for this claim; nay, 
he insisted, as we have seen, in the strongest terms, 
that the treaty did provide for it. But, so far 
from admitting that 1t was a stronger claim than 
all others, he argued to show that it was weaker 
than some others. Now, I hold, that because of 
Mr. Adams’s strong disapprobation of the course 
of Mr. Meade, all the greater value is to be 
ascribed to what he felt constrained to say in favor 
of Mr. Meade’s claim—in favor of our Govern- 
ment’s recognizing it among the claims from which 
it released Spain, and which it took upon itself. 

Wearenot then at liberty to reject this claim, be- 
cause Mr. Meade was so foolixh as to arrogate 
peculiar favor forit. He did not forfeit his claim 
by reason of this folly. If 1 claim that my neigh- 
bor shall give to my debt a preference over a 
dozen other equally just debts, [am not to lose 
my debt because of my arrogance. The debt is 
none the less obligatory for my folly and impu- 
dence. 

Nor are we at liberty to reject this claim because 
Spain liquidated it after the signing of the treaty. 
My neighbors may, very impertinently, undertake 
to liquidate or determine the true amount of the 
debts | owe, but such impertinence does not cancel 
my obligation to pay them. 

I have not time to see all, or even much, of 
what the commissioners said upon this claim. 
My eye falls upon the closing words of one of 
them, Judge White; and I will read them: 


* Believing, as I do, from the other testimony, that Mr. 
Meade has a well-founded claim, or at least a claim which 
te Spanish Government considered well-founded, [| am 
pertectly willing to require any document from that Gov- 
ernment which there is reason to think they possess, which 
Will elucidate those transactions ; and for that purpose am 
W Hing to continue the cause. if we can procure more 
evidence, itis well ; we shall have greater certainty in our 
ultimate decision. If we cannot procure more, we must 
come to the best conclusion in our power, from the proofs, 
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In these circumstances, what could Mr. Meade 
do more? 1 answer, that he had nothing more to 
do. The matter then lay between the two Gov- 
ernments. Our Government had discharged the 
Spanish Government fromgill obligation to pay 
the claims of our citizens, and that Government 
had, in turn, bound itself to put our Government 
in possession, so far as it could, of all vouchers 
and papers which could serve to establish the 
character of those claims. Our Government was 
bound to enforce this provision of the treaty against 
Spain. 

Shall our Government pay the whole amount 
of this claim? Perhaps it should not do so. | 
have no doubt, however, that in the liquidation of 
the claim by the Spanish Government, the amount 
was made small enough. Unprecedented pains 
were taken to bring the amount within the limits 
of strict justice. Moreover, it was then expected 
that the Spanish Government, not ours, would 
have to pay it. Hence, that Government is not 
to be supposed to have been as easy in making 
up the amount, as it might have been, were it 
making it up for anotherGovernmentto pay. And, 
again, Spain at that time felt herself to be poor. 
This was another reason why she was concerned 
to reduce the amount as low as justice could possi- 
bly allow. The scholarly gentleman of Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Cuanpier,| spoke of the * res an- 
gustae domi,’’ the straitened home circumstances of 
the Meade family. His classical words are no 
less applicable to illustrate the condition of poor 
Spain, at the time we refer to. 

I fully believe that the claim of Mr. Meade was, 
inno degree, exaggerated; and that the amount 
fixed upon by the Spanish Government was due, 
justly and religiously due, to that unfortunate and 
cruelly wronged gentleman. Nevertheless, as [ 


| said, perhaps our Government should not pay 


the whole amount. Our Government had but 
$5,000,000 with which to pay all these claims. 
So far as that sum would pay them, and no 
further were they to be paid All I ask for the 
present claim is, that as great a percentage be 


| paid on it, as was paid on the established claims 


as tiey now exist, as to the validity of the claims and the 
| 


extent of allowance, *? ° 


Now, surely, these words do not favor the idea 
that the Meade claim did not fall among the claims 
which the commissioners were to investigate. 
These words show, on the contrary, that what 
the commissioners required was the establishing 
of the claim—the proving of the debt. 

But, it is said that Mr. Meade failed to prove 
his claim, I admit that he did. I admit that the 
Commissioners were right in exacting the kind of 
proof which they did exact. But was it the fault 
of Mr. Meade that he did not produce it? Far 
from it. The proof exacted was in the hands, 
and among the archives, of the Spanish Govern- 
ment; and that Government, because of its foolish 
pride, refused to give up the proof. The Royal 
a ag of the amount of the debt due to Mr. 
a was, as that Government haughtily held, 

we needed and all we were entitled to. 


—be that percentage three fourths of the amount 
of the claim or only one half of the amount of the 
claim—be it in other words, $300,000 or $200,000. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee ad- 
mits that the amount fixed upon by the Spanish 
Government was, justiy due, and is now justly 
due, from Spain. QW ould he send the wronged and 
impoverished children of Mr. Meade to that Gov- 
ernment? What, however, if there were techni- 
calities in the case of which we could avail our- 
selves to escape the payment of this debt, and to 
burden Spain with it? Would we consent to avail 
ourselves of them? Forbid it justice! forbid it 
honor! Evenif we pay this debt, still shall we 
not have made a stfficiently good bargain out of 
Spain? It was well understood that the treaty ex- 
onerated her from all claims of our citizens. Spatn 
so understood it, as she has repeatedly declared. 
Oh! we should hang our heads in shame, at the 
thought of being unkind enough and small enough 
to require poor and unhappy Spain to pay this 
debt. 

Sir, I am a believer ina strong Government; and 
I would have civil Government strong, the earth 
over. It is worthless wherever itis weak. But, 
sir, a Government is not necessarily strong that 
clings, with miserly grasp, to its dollars; that 
rejoices in an overflowing Treasury; that multi- 
plies its battle-ships, and swells its armies. A 
Government may do all this, and still be essen- 
tially weak, because essentially unjust. But that 
Government is strong, emphatically strong, which 
aims to be the impersonation of justice. Such a Gov- 
ernment is strong, because it is respected aod hon- 
ored abroad, and beloved at home. Be ours, sir, a 
strong, because a just Government. But let us 
remember that the first claim on justice is, that she 
pay her debts. Let us then, sir, pay this sacred 
debt, that we should have paid thirty years ago; 
and our cruel neglect to pay which has been fol- 
lowed with so much suffering and sorrow. lam 


| sad for the creditors, and deeply mortified for my 


eountry, in this instance. In the case of the no 
less sacred French claims, which should have been 
paid more than half a century ago, my pity for the 
suffering creditors is greater, Lecause they are so 
very numerous; and my mortification at the dis- 
grace of my Government and country amounts to 
anguish of spirit. Let us pay these debts, sir, now | 









71 


—now, when we so easily can—and, in such ways 
let us make ourselves a strong Government and a 
strong nation. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It was not my intention to 
participate in the discussion of the bill now under 
consideration until | heard the remarks of the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat. Nor do 
i now intend to examine wore than one point in- 


volvedin thisclaim. ltwas my fortune many years 
ago to engage in its discussion, and I then spent 
much time and labor in its examination; but that 
was in other days, comparatively, the days of my 
youth. | have repeatedly listened to the diseus- 
sion of it by others, by some of the ablest minds 
that ever entered upon the debates of this body; 
1 heard it argued on one occasion by Mr. Marvin, 
one of the predecessors of the gentleman from 
New York, |Mr. Smrra,)} in a manner that [ never 
heard excelled; but his view was entirely different 
from that which my friend hag taken of it. 

And here | may say, that I regret most deeply 
to come in conflict with my learned and excellent 
friend, [Mr. Smiru;] but we areal! liable to differ 
in cases which involve so many considerations as 
the bill before us. Now, sir, let that gentleman, 
or let any other gentleman, tell us by what rule we 
are authorized to put our hands into the pockets 
of the people of the United States and pay their 
money to this claimant? Remember, sir, that 
you take this money from the people to pay it over 
to Mr. Meade. No member will consent to do 
this unless he can see good cause for it. The 
people have never seen nor heard of this claimant. 
He left this country, went to Spain, dealt with 
Huis Most Christian Majesty, and lost his property 
by not getting his pay. Now, certainly these 
facts give him no claim on his fellow-citizens who 
remained athome. The question therefore arises, 
by what means have the people become liable for 
this clam? How was their liability incurred ? 
It is certain that this Government never under- 
took to pay this debt, nor any part of it. There 
was never any stipulation, agreement, or contract 
between Meade and the United States. It is, how- 
ever, true that this Government, representing the 
people of the United States, stipulated with Spain, 
in the eleventh article of the treaty of 1819, to pay 
over to such claimants upon the Spanish Govern- 
ment, as should make proof of their claims, 
$5,000,000 as a part of the consideration for the 
cession of Florida. By the treaty this $5,000,000 
remained in the hands of this Government to be 
paid out to our citizens who had sustained losses 
by the wrongs of the Spanish Government. Mark 
the stipulation. It was to pay a certain definite 
sum to sach persons as should prove their losses 
before commissioners to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident for that purpose. We held the money as 
trustee, to be paid over to those who should, within 
a given time, prove their demands. The $5,000,000 
only paid a part of the losses. This Government, 
nor the people, had no choice as to who should 
receive this money. It was the money of Spain 
that was to be paid over to the claimants who 
should prove existing valid claims against the 
Spanish Crown. Meade was unable to obtain 
proof of his clam. This Government lent him 
assistance to get his proof. In thatthey did right, 
although there was no obligation resting upon it 
to do anything of the kind. Yet that kindness 
surely did not render us liable to pay the debt. 
But | beg leave to differ entirely from my friend 
when he says that we reposed trust in the Spanish 
Crown to furnish the proofs; and when they failed 
to do it, we ought to hold them responsible. The 
Spanish Government required us to pay the money 
to such individuals as should make proof of their 
claims; and in order to aid the claimants to whom 
we were to pay money for the benefit of Spain, 
they agreed to furnish such proofs as were in pos- 
session of the Spanish Crown. Our undertaking 
was to pay out the money to those who should 
make the necessary proof. Meade had reposed 
confidence in the Spanish Crown; had furnished 
yrovisions for their army, and trusted to their 
onor and ability. In that he was disappointed. 
He was unable to prove his claim. In that he 
was unfortunate. The time limited for the de- 
cision of the commissioners was about to expire, 
and they were compelled to divide the $5,000,000 
among those who had established their claims. 
Meade shared no part of the money. His mis- 
fortune arose from his inability to make the 
proper proof. But, sir, we have paid to the 
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claimants of the Spanish Crown the full and en- [ 


tire sui of $5,000,000, as we agreed todo. We 
have fairly and in ood faith fulfilled our etip- 
ulations. And | ask, by what act of this Govern- 
ment have we become liable to pay this claim to 
Mende? Had he made his proof, he would have 
shared pro rata with the other claimants. But 
does his misfortune, his inability to make the 
proof, give him any claim on the people of the 
Surely not. This $5,000,000 was 
a trust fund in our hunds, which we were as will- 
ing to pay to Meade as to any other person, could 
he have showo himself entitled toi. He could 
not do that; and had any portion of it been paid 
to him without such proof, the other claimants 
would have had a legal and equitable demand on 
us for the money thus improperly paid to him. 

1 most fully concur with Mr. Adams, then Secre- 
tary of State, that this is the same claim which had 
been presented to the Spanish Government; and I 
also agree with Mr. Adams that Meade has not 
the shadow of a claim against the United States. 
Any man who will look into Mr. Adams’s letter, 
will see that he regarded this claim in the light 
which I have endeavored to express. Nor 1s it 
possible for me to see how gentlemen can differ in 
regard to it, L repeat, that Meade’s failure to ob- 
tain the necessary proof, even with the aid of 
our Government, was his misfortune, and not that 
of the people of the United States. They have 
heen guilty of no laches. ‘They have omitted 
no duty. They have conformed to their stipu- 
lations. [tis true that Meade was unfortunate; 
and | would as soon thrust my hands into the 
‘Treasury of the United States to relieve his mis- 
fortune as that of any other man. But he stands 
upon the same principles as any other unfortunate 
individual, and by no logic, by no course of rea- 
soning, by no suphistry of argument, can you 
place hint upon any other ground than that of an 
unfortunate man, We do not sit here to relieve 
the misfortunes of mankind; and | have never been 
able to see in this matter any other claim than that 
of an unfortunate man, claiming relief from a Gov- 
ernment able to pay, but on whom no other obli- 
gation rests, . 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, I will not go further into 
the merits of this case. The point I have sug- 
gested appears to me conclusive. Whenever this 
case has been before the House, on former occa- 
sions, this point has appeared to present an in- 
surmountable obstacle, one which | have never 


United States? 


been able to get over; and I will add, that it still | 


appears in that light. 
ir. COX. 
rise. 

Mr. DEAN. I would suggest that the gentle- 
man amend the motion by adding, “and report the 
bill to the House.”’ 

Mr. COX. No, sir; Ido not accept that amend- 
ment. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Tarior, of Ohio) reported that the Commitiee 
of the Whole House had, according to order, had 
the Private Calendar generally under considera- 
tion, and particularly the bill of the House (No. 
58) for settling the claims of the legal representa- 
tives of Richard W. Meade, deceased, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The question was put; and the motion agreed 
to; and 

Thereupon, at a quarter past three o’clock, the 
House adjourned until Monday, at twelve o’clock 
m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, -4pril 24, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wituram H. Mirpur. 


The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. FOOT 


the claim of Sherman Pierce to a pension for 
military services in the last war with Great Bri- 
tain; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Hartford, Ver- 


I move that the committee do now 
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Nebraska bill; which was ordered to lie on the | tablishment of a post route from Fair P| 
| table. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States protessing the Jewish reli- 


gion, praying that measures may be taken to | 


secure to them the rights of civil and religious 
liberty while traveling or residing In foreign coun- 
tries; which was referred to tne Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of John 
S. Eddy and others, praying remuneration for 
services rendered in the war of 1812; which was 
referred to the Commiitee on Military Atfiairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the Marine 
Society of New York, praying Congress to pass 
a law to make it obligatory for all ships and ves- 
sels, from one hundred and fifty tons and upwards, 
to be furnished with two or more boys, leaving 
it optional to adopt the apprentice system, or go 
as volunteers, as the parues may choose; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 
professing the Jewish religion, praying that, when 
absent in foreign lands, the same civil and religious 
rights may be extended to them as are accorded 
to foreigners while resident in the United States; 


which was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 


Relations. 
Also, a remonstrance of citizens of New York, 


against the repeal of the Missouri compromise; | 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. DAWSON presented documents in rela- 


tion to the claim of Johu Makin, a pilot, for sal- 
vage or compensation tor aid rendered the frigate 
Saranac when in distress off the harvor of Savan- 
nah, Georgia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Atiairs. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented resolutions adopted | 


at a meeting of the inhabitants of Harrison and 


Its Vicinity, Cumberland county, Maine, against | 


the passage of the Nebraska will; which were 
ordered tv lie on the table. 

Mr SUMNER presented the following petitions, 
praying a reducuon of the rate of ocean postage 
to two cents for single letters, and others in pro- 


portion; which were referred to the Committee on | 


the Post Office and Post Roads: 

Petition of citizens of Boston and its vicinity, 
Massachusetts; 

Petition of inhabitants of Dorchester, Massa- 
chusetts; 


Petition of inhabitants of th® town of Attle- | 


borough, Massachusetts; 
Petition of inhabitants of the town of Ashburn- 
ham, Massachusetts. 


Petition of citizens of Portsmouth, New Hamp.- | 


shire; anda 

Petition of citizens of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Oscar 
Cole and Alexander Cook, praying that the law 
compelling restaurants and eating-houses in Wash- 
ingtun city, D. C., to be clused at midnight, may 
be repealed; which was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Charles 
Wolter, of Monterey, California, praying indem- 
nity for loss of live-stock during the administra- 
tion of Governor R. B. Mason in 1848 and 1849; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of the in- 


habitants of the town of Oberlin, Ohio, praying | 


|| the reduction of the rate of ocean postage for a 


resented documents in relation to 


single letter to two cents; which was reterred to | 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 
professing the Jewish religion, praying Congress 
to take such measures as will secure to them re- 
ligious freedom while absent in foreign lands; 
which wus referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. RUSK presented a document containing a 
new plan of a railroad, intended for the transpor- 
tation of the mails, and to secure the safety of 
passengers and pedestrians, invented by Robert 
Mills, engineer and architect; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of th 
citizens of Hernando county, Florida, praying a 
grant of land wherein to locate a county site; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition of citizens 


mont, remonstrating against the passage of the |! of Hotspring county, Arkansas, praying the es- 


Owensville,in Arkansas; which was teferret 
the Committee on the Post Officeand Pog: Road 7 
Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Wis 
liam Woodward and others, praying that $200 
may be granted out of the Treasury to mechanics 
if the homestead bill should become a law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of George 
J. Cornell, Albert Gallatin, A. J. Hamilton and 
other citizens of New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, the petition of Charles Neilson, executor 
son, and heir-at-law of John Neilson, prayine 
compensation for the services of his father; and 
remuneration for losses sustained by him in the 
revolutionary war; also, praying to be allowed 
the pension to which his father was entitled; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Clarke, praving 
remuneration for losses sustained by her father, 
Ethan Sullman, underacontract with the Govern. 
ment to furnish muskets; which was referred 1» 
the Committee on Claims. 


RIGHT-ASCENSIONS AND DECLINATIONs, 

Mr. EVERETT. [ have been requested to 
present the memorial of Benjamin Pierce and 
others, members of the American Association for 
the Promotion of Science, praying Congress to 
make an appropriation to enable Pictish: Mit- 
chell, of Cincinnati, to construct a machine for 
observing right-ascensions and declinations by the 
aid of magnetism. 

This isa subject of very great importance to 
science. The memorialists are among the most 
distinguished men of science in the country, 
|| Their memorial is accompanied by the report of a 
committee of this assuciation, in which they rep- 
| resent this machine to be of great importance, 
promising great practical utility in its application 
to scientific purposes, and reflecting great credit 
upon American science. 

[am somewhat at a loss to know what dispo- 
| sition to ask forthe memorial. It does not seem 
| to belong to any of the standing committees of 
| the Senate, and I have been requested to move 
that it be referred to a select committee. I make 
the motion with great reluctance; but as the sub- 
ject does not fall within the province of any stand- 
ing committee, | move that the memorial be com- 
mitted to a select committee of five members. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EVERETT. I now move that the com- 
| mittee be appointed by the President pro tempore. 
|| The motion was agreed to. 


| PETITION WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Henry Newman be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
| Committee on Public Lands. 

I! REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
| Charles Gordon, praying compensation for his 
|| services as draughtsman to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 

mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 
Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred a memorial of the 
| Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, 
praying the confirmation of the titles to land un- 
| der grants from the Mexicar? Government, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 

| Lands; which was agreed to. 

} He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of New Mexico, praying that measures 
may be taken to protect the inhabitants of that 

| Territory from Indian depredations, asked to be 

discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indiao 
| Affairs; which was agreed to. 

| He also, from the same committee, to whom 

| was referred a memorial of the Legislature of the 

| Territory of New Mexico, praying the reéstab- 
| lishment of the military post at Fort Atkinson, 

_asked to be discharged from its further considers- 

| tion, and that it be referred to the Committee 0? 

i Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONES, of Lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following pe- 
titions, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to: 

Petition of Frances Depriest, praying to be 
allowed bounty land; 

Petition of the heirs of George Hoyle, deceased, 

raying authority to sell a land warrant issued to 
said George Hoyle; and Soil _ 

Petition of D. McMenus, a chaplain in the 
Army, praying to be allowed bounty land. 
~ Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the petitions of James Wor- 
den, John O’Leary, John Williams, and others, 
invalid pensioners of the Navy, praying an in- 
crease of their pensions, have directed me to sub- 
mit a report, and ask to be discharged frgm their 
further consideration, having concluded © report 
a veneral bill, embracing all cases of their kind 
As is known to the Senate, | presume, generally, 
the highest pension paid to an invalid pensioner 
of the Navy is six dollars per month; that is to 

what is called the seamen, but the seaman in 
ordinary is paid five dollars per month, and a ma- 
rine $3 50. The committee have ascertained, on 
inquiry of the Commissioner of Pensions, that 
the aggregate increase of pensions by the bill 
which we report, will be something upwards of 
49,000. They have, therefore, instructed me to 
report a bill placing the pensioners in the naval 
service on the same footing with pensioners in the 
Army of the United States. I move that the re- 
port be printed. , , 

Tie bill was read a first time by its title, “* A 
bill to increase the pensions of seamen and ma- 
rines,”’ and passed to a second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the petition of Joseph Nock, praying indemnity 
for the violation, by the Post Office Department, 
of his contract for making mail locks and keys, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the petitions of Nannie 
Denman, Arabella Riley, Minerva Catlett, and 
Eliza G. Townsend, praying pensions on account 
of the services of their husbands, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, on the 
ground that their cases had been provided for by 
the general bill reported in the case of Mrs. Gen- 
eral Childs; which was agreed to. 

GRAFTON BAKER. 

Mr.BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the House bill for the re- 
lief of Grafton Baker, have instructed me to 
report it back, with a recommendation that it do 
pass; and at the instance of the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi, whose constituent Mr. Baker 
is, | ask that it may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the billas in Committee of the Whole. 
__ lt proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Grafton Baker $366 50 in full 
for services rendered and expenses incurred by 
him as bearer of dispatches from the Governor of 
a Mexico to the President of the United States 
n Lod, 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 
\nnouncing that they had passed the joint reso- 
lution from the Senate for extending an existing 
contract for carrying the mail ig Alabama. 

; a that they had non-conturred in the first 
mendment of the Senate to the bill of the House, 


making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
lary Ac 


June, ] 


559, concurred in the second, and concurred 
in the third, with an amendment. 


GREGOR TERRITORIAL EXPENSES. 
Pe Di UGLAS. The Committee on Territo- 
the ie whom was referred the joint resolution of 
= ouse of Representatives authorizing the 
‘counting officers of the Treasury to adjust the 


peaae of the Board of Commissioners appointed 


alemy for the year ending the 30th of | than hazard the bill, I will agree to it. 


| a code of laws, also to adjust the expenses of col- 
| lecting and printing certain laws and archives of 
| the Territory of Oregon, have had the same under 
consideration, and directed me to report it back 
without amendment, recommend its passage, and 
ask for its consideration at this time. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ac- 
| cordingly proceeded to consider the joint resolu- 
tion. It proposes to authorize the accounting 
officers to adjust the expenses mentioned, and to 
pay the amount reasonably incurred from the 
balance of theappropriation, for compensation and 
mileage of the members of the Territorial Legis- 
lature, and of the officers and clerks, now standing 
| on the books of the Treasury unexpended. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 
Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and ayreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency ot 
| establishing a post rowe from Memphis, Tennessee, via 
Mound City, Arkansas, to Aberdeen, in Arkansas. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and obtained the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant of 
land to the State of Alabama, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Girard, Alabama, to 
the city of Mobile; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I move that the message from 
the House in regard to :he Military Academy bill 
be taken up for consideration, 
| The motion was agreed to. 


The first amendment of the Senate, in which 
the House non-concurred, was to add to the bill 
the following: 


“For repairs and additions to professors’ quarters, 
| $5,000,” 

The second amendment in which the House 
concurred, was tu add the following: 

** For cavalry exercise hall, $20,000.” 


The third amendment in which the House con- 
curred with an amendment, was to add the follow- 
ing as an additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That the compensation of the 
professors of French aud drawing be made equal to that of 
the professors of the other departments, and the compensa 
tion of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum. 

The amendment was to strike out the words: 

* Professors of French and drawing be made equal to 
that of the professors of the other departments, and the 
coinpensation of the’’— 

So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the compensation of 
the master of the sword be $1,200 per annuin. 


The PRESIDENT. What action will the Sen- 
ate take upon the amendments? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 am disposed to concur in 
the action of the House. The difference is not 
large; and I would rather close this bill, and have 
it finaliy passed. We have gained something. 
The House has agreed to the appropriation for the 
riding hall, and | am rather disposed to concur in 
their action, and endeavor at another time to ob- 
tain the otherappropriation which we proposed to 
make. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I should prefer to obtain the 
appropriations which we proposed to mak -. Per- 
haps, however, we had better comply with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Virginia, though 
| | confess the amendment of the House to our third 
amendment is very extraordinary. The honor- 
able Senator can see that they have increased the 
salary of the sword master, and have left the other 





| salaries as they were, thus leaving a marked dif- 


ference between them. I think it will be doing 
injustice to those professors. However, rather 


The amendment of the House to the third 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 


receding from the first amendment in which the | 


| House non-concur. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I think we ought, in justice 


to those officers, to try and have our whole amend- | 


ment agreed to. | am sativfied that any one who 


y the Territorial Assembly of Oregon to prepare || understands the subject will endeavor to give the 
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two professors a little additional salary. If, how- 
ever, the House shall insist on their amendment, 
I shall consent at once to it. I think, therefore, 
we had better disagree to the amendment of the 
House, and ask for a committee of conference. 
If the honorable Senator from Virginia will join 
me in that, | think it will be the better course to 
pursue. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the honorable Senator de- 
sires a committee of conference, I will not oppose 
him. I believe we have gained nearly all we 
wished. They have agreed to most of our amend- 
ments; and although I believe the salaries of those 
gentlemen ought to be raised, | doubt whether it 
18 prudent to Insist now on more than the House 
has agreed to. It seems to me that something 
should be due to the House, as they have given us 
so much; but if the Senator prefers a committee 
of conference, | will not object to it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. | prefer to take that course, 
because | think we shall have a better chance to 
do justice to those men. I do not see that it can 
hazard the bill to ask for a committee of confer- 
ence, and | would rather that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia would consent to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I! do not suppose that the 
House will defeat the bill for that; but inasmuch 
as they had concurred in so much, [ thought it 
better for us to yield, and try to have our propo- 
sitions agreed to next yenr. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move,then, that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment of the House to our 
third amendment, and insist upon our first amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT. The vote will first have 
to be reconsidered upon concurring in the amend- 
ment of the House. The question is on reconsid- 
ering that vote. 

Mr. PRATT. 
consider ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If the Senator from Illinois 
desires a committee of conference, | will make 
the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I now make the motion that 
the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House 
tothe third amendment of the Senate, insist on 
the first amendment, and ask a committee of con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Iam directed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back, with- 
out amendment, ** A bill granting to the State of 
Alabama, public lands in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of a central railroad, from some 
point on the boundary line of the States of Ala- 
bama and ‘Tennessee, to a pointon the boundary 
line of the States of Alabama and Florida.”’ As, 
owing to an accidental circumstance, the report 
has been delayed, | ask that the bill may now be 
put on ils passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to dispense with the read- 
ing of the bill, as it is in the usual form of similar 
bills that have been passed at this session. 

The reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

RESCUE OF THE SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think the present moment 
is a favorable opportunity to call up a measure 
which has been lying on the table for some weeks. 
itis asubject which I think ought to have been acted 
upon long ago. I refer to the joint resolution to 
make some indemnification to the persons engaged 
in the rescue of those who were on board the 
steamship San Francisco at the time she was 
wrecked. The claim is one of courtesy and gen- 
erosity, and one which should be acted upon as 
promptly as possible. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, who made a minority report 
upon the subject, is prepared to have the resolu- 
tion taken up, and considered this morning. 

Mr.GWIN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move, then, that the Senate 
pass by the previous orders, and proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolation, ** manifest- 
ing the sense of Congress towards the officers and 
seamen of the vessels, and others, engaged in the 


Who made the motion to re- 


|| rescue of the officers and soldiers of the Army, 
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the passengers, and the officers and crew of the 
steamship San Francisco, from perishing with the 
wreck of that vessel.’’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I am anxious to have the 
Senate take up the Indian appropriation bill to-day. 
| hope we shall devote this day to that bill; it is 
time we were considering it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This is the day which 
was assigned for the consideration of the bill 
giving a credit for a limited time on the duties on 
railroad tron. ‘There are many considerations 
which, | think, appeal to us to dispose of that 
subject ‘There are many gentlemen about to en- 
gage in the manufacture of railroad iron, and it is 
proper that that bill should be considered and dis- 
posed of at an early day, in order that those who 
are to be affected by it may know their fate. 
They want to know whether they are to go on 
with their business or not. I think, therefore, we 
had better take up the bill which was assigned for 
consideration to-day, and, at any rate, know 
whether we are to consider it seriously or not. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will state to honorable Sen- 
ators the nature of this case; and | think when 
i do so, there can be no objection to our acting 
upon the joint resolution to which I have referred. 
A joint committee of fourteen was appointed 
shortly after the unfortunate accident which occa- 
sioned the loss of the San Francisco, to report 
upon a suitable form of acknowledgment to the 
rescuers of the persons on board that wreck. The 
committee reported; but the consideration of the 
subject has been postponed from day today. Every 
Senator knows that it is one of those peculiar 
cases, appealing, as it were, to our courtesy, 
which should have been acted on promptly, if at 
all. The object of the joint resolution is to make 
some acknowledgment and some indemnification 
to those who suffered in rescuing those poor un- 
fortunate persons who were on board the San 
Francisco. It has been put off from day to day. 
if honorable Senators will permit it to be taken 
up and acted on now, it will not take much time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | yield to the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that this day will be 
given to the Indian appropriation bill. The joint 
resolution which the honorable Senator from IIli- 
nois proposes to take up will lead to debate. It 


was reported by a divided committee, as I under- | 


stand, and there will be a debate upon it. It seems 
to me that we had better take up the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and go on with it. We know that 
to-morrow is set apart for Executive business, and 
it is important to have that bill passed as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. BADGER. I was desirous of having 
called up to-day the bill to which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has alluded, respecting the duties 
on railroad iron; but I cheerfully defer my wishes 
on that subject, as he has deferred his, to enable 
the Senator from Illinois to get the joint resolution 
te which he refers, passed. I really think weare 
placed in a position in regard to it which is not 
entirely respectful. It is, as the Senator from II- 
linois has said, a matter of courtesy and generosity 
on the part of the Government. It has been de- 
layed by various causes, without any fault or 
blame; but | think that a longer procrastination of 
it would not be right. It ought to be disposed of 
one way or the other. I will say to my friend 
from Virginia that it will nottakelong. Nobody 
is disposed to protract it. There may be a little 
discussion; but the joint resolution will only take 
a very little time. 


Mr. HUNTER. I know nothing of the merits | 


of the joint resolution, but [ understand there was 
a divided committee in relation to it. 


Mr. Sureups’s motion was agreed to; and the. 


joing resolution was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


it proposes to request the President of the United | 


States to procure three valuable gold medals, with 
suitable devices, one to be presented to Captain 
Creighton, of the ship Three Bells, of Glasgow; 
one to Captain Low, of the bark Kilby, of Bos- 
ton; and one to Captain Stouffer, of the ship Ant- 
arctic, as testimonials of national gratitude for 
their gallant conduct in rescuing about five hun- 
dred Americans from the wreck of the steamship 
San Francisco; and to direct that a sum not ex- 


ceeding $100,000 be appropriated, to enable the | 
President to reward, in such manneras he may | 


those vessels that aided in the rescue of the surviv- 
ors of the wreck, and such other persons as dis- 
tinguished themselves by offices of humanity and 
heroism on that occasion; the reward to be pro- 
portionate to the nature of the efforts made, and 
the merit of the services rendered, so far as the 
same can be ascertained. 

Mr. GWIN. I laidupon the table some weeks 
ago, a substitute for the joint resolution reported 
by the majority of the committee. I now move 
to amend that resolution by striking out all after 
the resolving clause, and inserting that substitute, 
as follows: 


That the President of the United States be requested 
to procure four valuable gold medals, with suitable devices, 
one to be presented to Captain Creighton, of the ship Three 
Bells, of Glasgow ; one to Captain Low, of the bark Kilby, 
of Boston; one to Captain Stouffer, of the ship Antarctic, 
as testimonials of national gratitude for their gallant con 
duct in rescuing about five hundred Americans from the 
wreck of the steamsbip San Francisco; and one to Cap 
tain Pendleton of the ship Lucy Thompson, as a testimo- 
nial of national gratitude for his gallant conduct in rescu- 
ing a large number of those sufferers from the bark Kilby, 
then in distress, and her crew and the survivors on board 
in a state of extreme suffering. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the President be 
also requested to reward the officers and crews of those 
vessels that aided in the rescue of the survivors of said 
wreck, and such other persons as distinguished themselves 
by offices of humanity and heroism on that oceasion, by 
presenting them with medals of gold, silver, or bronze, 
with suitable devices ; the testimonials to be proportioned 
to the nature of the efforts made and the merits of the ser 
vices rendered, so far as the same can be ascertained, and 
that such amount of money as may be necessary to carry 
out the object of this resolution be, and the same ts hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
Wise appropriated. 


Mr. GWIN. I will state very briefly the rea- 
sons which have induced me to offer the substi- 
tute. [ know that important and valuable services 
were rendered by the captains of these vessels 


| and their crews; but they have been rewarded by 


the people of the United States. A sum exceed- 
ing $50,000 was raised in various cities of the 


Union, and it was distributed among the officers |! 


and men of these vessels. Each captain received 
asum varying from $6,000 to $10,000, and the 
seamen have received sums from $600 to $1,000. 
In addition, the Government of the United States 
has paid the owners of these vessels large sums of 
money for the services which they rendered and 
the losses which they sustained. The Govern- 
ment paid their accounts as they were rendered— 
paid the precise amounts which they asked. For 
instance, the owners of the Three Bells charged 


$25,000, and the quartermaster paid it forthwith; | 


the owners of the bark Kilby brought in a bill for 
$15,000, and it was paid at once. What was 
paid to the other vessels | have not ascertained. 
[he Antarctic went to Liverpool; and when I 
made the examination, and expected to go into 
the discussion of the question some weeks ago, a 
return had not been received from that vessel; and 


my attention has not been turned to the question | 


since, 

My object is to give testimonials to these par- 
ties from the Government of the United States, 
such as will be preserved and held in high estima- 
tion by them. Heretofore, in the instances which 
are stated in the report made by the Senator from 
Illinois from the majority of the committee, there 
have been appropriations of money paid from the 
Treasury, because it was necessary in those in- 
stances to make compensation to the owners of 
the vessels. In this case, the San Francisco was 
chartered by the Government for the purpose of 
conveying the third regiment of the United States 
Infantry to California; and the Government had 
power, without further provision, to compensate 
the parties who owned the vessels for the losses 
which they sustained and the services which they 
rendered. There are instances where laws have 
been passed, by which small sums of money have 
been appropriated from the Treasury for the pur- 
pose of rewarding individuals, and also for com- 
pensating the owners of vessels. This case, how- 
ever, is not like any which has heretofore occurred. 
In consideration of the vast sums of money which 
have already been paid to these parties, and the 
munificent manner in which the Government has 
paid the owners of yessels that rendered the ser- 
vice, it seems to me that the proper course for us 
to adopt is to give testimonials in the way of 
medals—to give gold, silver, and bronze maedale; 
subject to the discretion of the President of the 


deem most appropriate, the officers and crews of || United States. 


. 
___ April 24, 

There is one provision which the Senator from 
Hlinois, I have no doubt, will accept at One 
whether my proposition prevail or not. Jt is the, 
the commander of the Lucy Thompson sha)! = 
be compensated. He went to the relief of . 
bark Kilby when she was supposed to be in q ory 
ing condition, and took off all the soldiers who 
were on board of her. My only object is not ra 
establish a precedent by which enormous pat ng 
may hereafier be drawn from the Treasury is 
services rendered in this form, The Governmen; 
of the United States has already compensated the 
owners of the vessels. It has paid their accounts 
as they presented them. The people of the Unite 
States have raised a large sum of money and dhe. 
tributed it among the officers and seamen wh» 
rescued the survivors. I think, then, we shoyij 
confing ourselves to what I have proposed in my 
amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the honorabj, 
Senator from California is right when he says thy; 
the people of the United States have collected larve 
sums of money, and rewarded, to some exten: 
the men engaged in the rescue of those unfortuna, 
persons who were on board of the San Francige) 
at the time of the disaster. He is also right, whey 
he states that the Government has indemnified thy 
owners of the vessels engaged in the rescue, for 
the sacrifices which they made. But that does no 
affect the object of this resolution in Any One par. 
ticular. The San Francisco was chartered, and, 
for the time being, belonged to the Government. 
The men who were on board the vessel were the 
troops of the Government. The men who wer 
rescued were the soldiers of the Government. The 
property rescued belonged to the Government, 
The fact that owing to the delay and procrastina. 
tion of the Government in acting, the public came 
forward, and, to some extent, indemnified these 
men, only proves that, in the public estimation, 
they deserved some reward, some indemnification, 
some acknowledgment on the part of the nation. 

A committee of fourteen was appointed by the 
Senate and the House to take the subject into con- 
sideration, and they brought forward this joint 
resolution, which involves two propositions. |t 
proposes to give a gold medal to the captain of the 
Three Bells, who well deserves it, as every 
man will admit; to give a gold medal to the cap- 
tain of the Antarctic, who also deserves it; and 
a third medal to the captain of the bark Kilby, 
of Boston. Then it proposes to enable the Presi- 
dent to reward, in such a manner as he shal! deem 
best, (after appointing, perhaps, a commission for 
the purpose of ascertaining the facts,) all those 
who were engaged in rescuing the poor unfortunate 
|| m»n on board of the San Francisco, whether the 
rescuers belonged to these or to other vessels, or 
to the San Francisco herself. 

What the Government has already paid has 
been paid to the owners of the vessels; but the 
object of this resolution is to acknowledge and 
|; reward the services of the captains, the seamen, 
| the soldiers, and the officers engaged in the rescue; 
| to acknowledgeand reward every man who risked 

his life to rescue those poor unfortunate men from 

a watery grave. 

Now, the Senator from California says that 
the captain of the Lucy Thompson ought to re 
ceive a gold medal as well as the captains of the 

| other three vessels. I think if the honorable Set 

ator considers the matter aright, he will not insist 
on that. The captain of the Lucy Thompso0 
did his duty. He did all that was required of 
him. He found these persons in distress, and he 
relieved them; but, sir, he made no sacrifice, he 
incurred no risk, he hazarded neither himself 
nor his vessel. It was not so with these other 
men. They hazarded everything that men ca! 
hazard here. 

On the 22d dafPof last December, I think, ‘* 
San Francisco left the portof New York. On the 
night of the 23d, in the very first storm which sh¢ 

‘encountered, she was a wreck, floating at the 
mercy of the waves on the ocean. On the next 
morning she was struck by a wave, and about 
one hundred and fifty of those on board were 
swept into the ocean. Among them was Colone’ 

| Washington; and I cannot allow this occasion ? 
pass without saying a word in regard to that nove 

‘officer, who is ‘now lying at the bottom of th 

|| Atlantic ocean. He was on deck with his el 

‘| mand when the storm came on. He took sherte 

\| in what was called a saloon, that is a pal” 


| 
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wood work erected on the deck, which afforded | 
but very little shelter. Some of his brother officers 
told him that he was In danger, and that he had 
better retire to the officers’ cabin. His reply— 
and it should be remembered—was, ‘‘ No, 1 will 
retire nowhere; I will seek shelter nowhere; I will 
endure the same fate that my poor men are com- 
pelied to endure. Now, sir, he lies at the bottem 
of the ocean. This was the condition of the men 
upon that vessel. Until the Three Bells came up, 
chere was no help, no rescue, no deliverance for 
them. Thecaptain of that vessel,a noble Scotch- 
man, a braveand gallant man, at the hazard of his 
own life, at the risk of losing his vessel, andevery- 
thing which he had upon this earth, lay by that 
wreck far six days and six nights, until he suc- 
ceeded in the rescue of those poor unfortunate men. 
Sir, will any man hesitate to reward such conduct 
as that? such heroism as that? We had no claim 
upon that man. His own vessel was almost in a 
sinking condition when he came in sight of the 
wreck. Yet there he remained until he aided in 
rescuing these poor persons from on board the 
wreck. The bark Kilby, of Boston, and the ship 
Antarctic, also came up, and assisted in the noble 
work. The captains of those three vessels were 
the men who saved five hundred of their fellow 
beings from the same fate which overtook Colonel 
Washington and his brave companions. Now, 
sir, | think itis due from us to give some recog- 
nition, or acknowledgment, or reward, to these 
men, who periled everything to rescue the soldiers 
of the United States, and who did rescue five hun- 
dred of them by their gallant conduct 

So far as the Lucy Thompson is concerned, 
I repeat, her captain found the bark Kilby very 
near New York, and the persons on board of that 
bark were transferred to the Lucy Thompson, 
and she gave water and provisions to them. That 
was an act for which [ think her commander 
ought to be highly respected; but there was no 
risk, no hazard, no extraordinary peril, no sacri- 
fice in this, and by giving that captain a medal, 
you confound different services. 

' Itis not the worth or the value of the medals 
which makes them valued by the officers, but it 
is an acknowledgment given to these men, a testi- 
monial from the nation, for their gallant and he- 

‘yoic conduct. That is the*object of giving the 
medals. Now, sir, let me say that more gallant 
and more heroic conduct has never been recorded 
than that performed by the commander of the 
Three Bells. His own vessel was in a sinking 
condition, out of water, leaky, her sails were 
shivered by the same storm, and yet there she lay 
six days and six nights by this wreck, her com- 
mander telling the unfortunate sufferers all the 
while to hold on, to keep the vessel afloat, encour- 
aging them with the assurance, **I will stand 
by you to the last.” Sir, a medal to such a man 
is the least testimonial which you can give. 

Then, we also propose to give money; and I 
will explain the object of that. Some of the sea-, 
men, some of the common soldiers and non-com- 
missioned officers behaved gallantly; and the ob- 
jectot appropriating the money is to enable the 
President to discriminate and reward them accord- 
ingly. But, by the amendment of the Senator 
froin California, you give medals in the first sec- 
Uon, you give medals in the second section, and 
you give nothing but medals. He proposes to 
give gold medals, and silver medals, and bronze 
medals, and, he ought to have added, “all kinds 
of medals.” That is not the way to reward dis- 
tinguished services; it is turning the whole thing 
into a burlesque. Do you want the President to 
go to these men with a pack of medals on his | 
back? I should like to see you go to one of the 
Jack-Tars, and present him with a bronze medal, 
and tell him, * this is the way the nation rewards 
you for an act of heroism.”? What would he do 
bry that medal ? Sir, this is not the way to man- 
age a thing of this kind. Here are three men who 
som prominently, who distinguished them- 
| ae - this oecasion. Give them medals. Then, 

you go further, give the men a little money— 
See something to improve their condition— 

which wif mage and substantial—something 
an e of value to them; but as for giving 
de non sailors bronze, and silver, and gold 
like rapa tr ane out of the question. I should 
M ‘ m when they receive them. : 
Mr. GWIN. If I mistake not, the distin- 


guished Senator from Illinois received asword for || 


his gallant services during the last war. He re- 
ceived one bya vote of Congress, if | mistake not, 
but certainly a sword was presented to him. | 
presume when he received from his country a 
sword as a recognition of his gailant services, he 
valued it more than all the money in the Treasury. 
It is not the worth of such a thing in dollars and 
cents; it is the testimonial granted toan individual 
by a great nation, which attaches value to it. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the com- 
mander of the Lucy Thompsun, the Senator has 
not stated the case fairly; because, when that vessel 
came up with the Kilby her crew were in a state 
of mutiny, and had proposed to run her ashore, 
which would have resulted in the inevitable de- 
struction of all the passengers and crew. He ex- 
hibited his gallant conduct, as the officers on board 
told me personally, as much as any of the other 
commanders. 

But, sir, the Senator says the Captain of the 
Three Bells behaved gallantly, and deserves re- 
ward. He has been rewarded by the gratitude of 
the wholenation, and by their money. ‘The peo- 
ple have paid over to him from $6,000 to $10,000 
inmoney. They have given him another testi- 
monial which will live as long as the latest pos- 
terity. They have given him a gold medal, infi- 
nitely more valuable to him than the money. The 
people have already rewarded the sailors. They 
have given them money. From $600 to $1,000 
a piece has been distributed to them. That money 
has been raised by the people of the United States, 
and given to them. ‘The Government has already 
rewarded the owners of the ships. ‘There has 
been more than $100,000 paid by the people and 
by the Government of the United States, for the 
services rendered to the unfortunate sufferers on 
board the San Francisco. I appreciate the ser- 
vices of these rescuers as highly as the Senator 
from Illinois or any man in the country, but I be- 
lieve the proper plan is the one which | propose; 
and that is, to yive them enduring testimonials, 
such as any man who has an American heart in 
his bosom, would infinitely prefer to money, and 
which he would preserve and hand down to his 
posterity. 

I have as high an appreciation of the services 
of these officers and their crews, as any member 
of the Senate; but, sir, there is one thing perfectly 
certain, that they would have been eternally dis- 
graced if they had not done just what they did; 
they would have been driven from civilized society 
if they had acted otherwise than as they did. I 
appreciate the daring which they exhibited, and 
the risk which they ran, regardless of their own 
lives, to relieve the unfortunate individuals on 


board that ill-fated vessel; but they were bound | 


to do it. If they had gone off without exhibiting 
proper zeal in rescuing those individuals, all know 
what reproach would have been cast upon the 


commanders of those vessels all over the Union. 


l am in favor of giving to those officers gold 
medals just as the Senator from Illinois proposes 
to do; but the people of the United States have 
already given them money, a large amount of 
money. 1 am not for paying them money from the 
Treasury of the United States, in addition to the 
gold medals which we propose to give them. | 
have also given, in the second resoluuon of my 
amendment, an opportunity to exhibit the thanks 
of the Government of the United States to the of- 
ficers of the San Francisco. The only difference 
between the Senator and myself is, that he wishes 
to give these men money, and I wish togive them 
a testimonial in the shape of medals, leaving it dis- 
cretionary with the President whether they shall 
be of gold, silver, or bronze. I know that there 
are bronze medals of very little intrinsic value 
which cannot be bought for any money; for they 
are testimonials of a great Government to individ- 
uals for valuable services rendered. Now, | think 
the best thing we can do—the people of the United 
States having rewarded in money these persons 
for their services which they have rendered, and 
the Government having emply paid the owners 
of the vessels for their services—is to give this 
testimonial. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, it is a little 
doubtful to my mind how far the Senator from 
California and the chairman of the select commit- 
tee really disagree in the manner in which they 
would express their gratitude for the meritorious 
conduct of those who were prominent in rescuing 
the lives of the officers and soldiers from this un- | 
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I think that when the proposi- 


| tions of the two Senators to whom | have referred 


shall be examined, it will be found that but very 
little difference in factexists betweenthem. How- 
ever much difference there may be between the 
views presented by those Senators, their resolu- 
tions may, perhaps, be very nearly alike. 

Now, sir, the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee proposes to grant medals to the officers of 
certain vessels that rendered distinguished services 
which are therein named. It also proposes to 
make an appropriation of $100,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the President of the United 
States. The amendment submitted by the Sena- 
tor from California, is to grant medals to the com- 


| manding oflicers of the same three vessels named 


in the resolution of the committee, and one other: 
and, then, the Senator from California, in addi- 
tion, proposes to grant medals to the seamen, to 
the soldiers, and to the other parties engaged in 
that transaction. The jointresolution reported by 
the committee does not limit the President in re- 
gard to the manner in which he shall express the 
gratitude of the country to the soldiers, seamen, - 
and other parties, besides the officers named. It 
may be, therefore, that the President himself, upon 
mature consideration, will deem it advisable to 
express the thanks of the country by granung 
medals to a certain extent, in the very way which 
the Senator from California proposes. Hence 
there is no limitation upon the act of the Presi- 


dent; the manner in which the money shall be 


| this great number of persons? 


appropriated is submitted to him; and if the reso- 
lution of the committee shall be adopted, it will 
be in the power of the President, if he shall see 
fit, to adopt precisely the same rule that the Sena- 
tor from California proposes in his amendment. 
Now, sir, is it desirable, is it advisable, to pre- 
scribe precisely the mode and the manner in which 
the thanks of the country shall be expressed to 
Allow me to ex- 


| press my opinion, and to give my belief, that it is 


not only not desirable thus to limit it; but that, 
as expressing the commercial spirit of the nation, 


| it may be,and probably will be desirable, inmany 





| the country which could be made to them. 
| this would not be so with another class—those 


instances, to make direct appropriations in money, 
as vastly better than these medals. When the 
dies are struck, and the medals are delivered to the 
officers of these vessels, they will no doubt be re- 
garded as of more value than anything which 
could be presented tothem in money. They would 
be regarded as being granted for acts of heroism, 
which, i will say, these officers have nobly per- 


formed; and would undoubtedly be more gratify- 


ing than any other expression of the thanks of 


But 


who are truly the representatives of the commer- 
cial spirit of the country. They would expect the 


| compensation which commerce itself would direct. 


And it might be better,and | doubt not myself the 


| President might—I do not say he would—come 


to the conclusion that, as representing the com- 


| mercial feature of the question, it would be desir- 


able, in some cases, to make this expression of 


| gratitude in dollars and cents rather than in medals. 


The Government was directly connected with 


| this transaction, and it was brought in as repre- 


| cial aspect of the question. 


senting, and connecting itself with, the commer- 
It is appropriate—in 


| my judgment, it is highly appropriate—that the 


Government, thus connected with it, should do, in 


| the commercial aspect of the case, precisely what 





your citizens have done. 
done? 


And what have they 


Why, sir, from no other motives than 


| those of a general character, from no other motive 


than a desire to induce persons whose calling is to 
traverse the ocean, to render assistance in similar 
cases, our merchants, our underwriters, our in- 
surance Officers, and our citizens generally, have 
contributed largely, purely, and solely in the com- 
mercial view of the transaction. Connected as the 
Government was with this question in that point 
of view, it is,in my judgment, equally appropriate 
that the Government also should contribute in that 
view, as well as by giving medals to the officers. 

Sull, whatever may be the opinions of Senators, 
in relation to this matter, whether | be correct in 
the view that I takeof it or not, with the President 
of the United States it will be an open question, 
and it will be for him to determine, after a full ex- 
amination of the matter, precisely what he will 
do. The resolution reported by the committee, 
therefore, submits the question to the President, 


or 
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leaving it to him to determine, without any restric: || have been given for some complimentary presents || In one case, the case of the British frigate Venys 
tions whatever, and leaving him, with such advice | ’ 


and such information as he can get, to pursue pre- 
cisely that course which he shall deem to be Lent 
and most appropriate. 

1 think for that, if for no other reason, the re- 
port of the committee should be sustained, in pref- 
erence to the amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from California. 1 think the Gov- 
ernment owes it to itself and to these men, that 
there should be an appropriation made in the com- 
mercial aspect of this question, as apart from that 
which 1s a mere matter of tribute to the officers, 
who may need no other compensation for the mer- 
itorious services which they have performed. But 
a commercial contribution to the soldiers and to 
the seamen, who may have lost there all, is more 
appropriate, or is quite as appropriate to a certain 
extent, as would be the bestowal of medals in all 
cases. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maine one question. He argues this point 
as though, if the resolution should pass in the 
form presented by the committee, it would be dis- 
cretionary with the President what sum he should 
expend for the objects contemplated by the reso- 
lution. My own impression is, and I think it is 
consistent with usage, that the President will con- 
sider himself bound, in some form or other, to 
expend the whole amount of the appropriation 
among the persons who distinguished themselves 
on this occasion. If the resolution be soamended 
as to leave to the President the discretion to ex- 
pend such sum of money as he may think proper, 
without compelling him to disburse the whole 
$100,000, | will vote for the resolution. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
perceive that that is the language of the resolution 
now. The President is to disburse the sum in 
any way that he may think proper, to the per- 
sons best entitled; but that sum is in no case to 
exceed $100,000. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That does not at all answer 
my question, My desire isto know whether the 
President will not consider himself bound, accord- 
ing to established usage, to distribute this sum of 
$100,000, in some form or other, among the per- 
sons who may have rendered distinguished ser- 
vices upon this occasion, 


Mr. HAMLIN. The second section of the 


resolution, as reported by the committee, provides: 


“Thata sum not exceeding $100,000 is hereby appro- | 


priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the President to reward, in such 
mauner ashe may deem most appropriate, the officers and 
crews of those vessels that aided in the rescue of the sur- 


vivors of said wreck, and such other persons as distin- 
guished themselves by offices of humanity and heroism on 
that occasion ; the reward to be proportionate to the nature | 


of the efforts made and the merit of the services rendered, 
eo far as the same can be ascertained.”’ 


I will state to the Senator from Louisiana very 


cheerfully what is my impression of the matter. | 


i will only say that I have never known an ap- 


propriation made by Congress where a maximum | 


was fixed, where the executive officer has not al- 
ways adopted the maximum in administering the 
jaw; and { have no doubt, myself, that the Pres- 
ulent would deem it his duty to expend the whole 
sum appropriated. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
oppose an appropriation of this sort; but I cannct 
reconeile it to myself to vote the public money 
away insucha manner. I think it proper that the 


people of the United States should not only give | 
some complimentary expression of their high opin- | 


ion of such a transaction, but also extend some 
pecuniary compensation to the parties who were 
so honorably engaged in it; but I venture to say 
that, in the annals of this or any other country, 
no set of men on any occasion have ever been so 
beneficently rewarded as have been the persons 


engaged in the rescue from the San Francisco. || . 
erty at stake here. There was no fund out of | 


Consult the annals of the British Government, 
which has always been extremely liberal in such 
eases. I have not had occasion to refer to them 
lately; but I am very sure that, under no circum- 
atances, has any greater reward been extended 
by the British Government towards persons who 
rescued its citizens from shipwreck, than a medal 
occasionally ; and, inone instance, I believe, £1,000. 


Now, we are told that in this case $50,000 
have been already disbursed by the Government; | 


I am extremely reluctant to | 
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to one or two officers of the Army and Navy. 

We ought to look forward. These things are 
of a great deal of interest. 1 do not see that these 
people are entitled to call upon the Government of 
the United States for remuneration in this case, 
because the persons rescued were in the employ of 
the Government. 1 do not conceive that that at 
ail changes the merits of the case. Instances of 
the kind, sir, are occurring every day. It was not 
more than ten or fifteen duys after the arrival of 
the persons who were rescued from the San Fran- 
cisco, that a ship, called the Henry Grinnell, ar- 
rived in port, having saved from two ships some 
twenty or thirty persons. Now, why are not the 
captain and crew of the Henry Grinnell entitled, 
in some degree, not to the same extent, to some 
compensation as much as these parties? 

It appears to me that the proper mode is to pass 
some general law on the subject. | think 1 is 


highly proper, under all circumstances, to com- ’ 


pensate the officers of the vessel by whom property 
is rescued, tor their benevolent efforts, and to 
compensate the officers and crew who ex pose them- 
selves personally for the purpose of saving those 
who are shipwrecked. I think we ought to adopt 
some general law; and if the chairman of the com- 
mittee who reported this resolution will introduce 
sume joint resolution or bill to that effect, making, 
not only a provision for this case, but a prospect- 
ive provision for all cases of a similar character, 
I shall most cheerfully vote for it. 

In order to enable the President to carry into 
effect the provisions of the substitute offered by 
the Senator from California, | will move to strike 
out * 100,’ and insert **20,’’ so as to make the 
appropriation $20,000. That will be sufficient for 
all the purposes, 

Mr. MALLORY. I shall support the chair- 
man of the committee who reported this joint 
resulution; and the only regret | have on the sub- 
ject is, that the resolution has been postponed to 
so late a day as this. 
6th of February, and if it was proper at all to pass 
it, it loses much of its grace by the delay; so that 


] must express my regret that the vote has not | 
| 


been taken at an earlier day. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If the honorable Senator will 
permit me, | will set him right on that point. I 
acted as the organ of the committee in bringing 
forward this resolution andreport. 1 endeavored 
to have it called up, until | got so tired that I had 
to abandon it. | came very near losing it to-day. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not mean to accuse 
the chairman of the committee of producing the 
delay in not bringing this up before. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.GWIN. Ihaveon more than one occasion 


been charged with the delay in thismatter. It was | 


called up one day when | was not here. I was 
necessarily absent at the time, and the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Stipevr} stated that I desired to be 
present when it was considered, and that | was pre- 
pared to offer a substitute for the resolution. I have 
always been ready ever since, and was ready on 
the first day that the joint resolution was intro- 


why | was opposed to it. It has never been de- 
layed one day, on my account, except that on 
which I was absent. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not mean to say, or 
to indicate in any way, that the delay has been 
the direct result of any gentleman. I only ex- 
pressed my regret that an act of grace of this 
character had been postponed. Why, sir, what 
is the object of giving a reward of this character? 
What is the philosophy of the proposition, if it be 
not to stimulate men in the position of these res- 
cuers to go out under similer circumstances, and 
perform the same high duty? There is no prop- 


| which the persons could be rewarded. It is the 
|| noblest effort, perhaps, in which any one can be 
|, engaged—the salvation of life under such circum- 
1 stances as these; and, Mr. President, there was a 
| moral bravery connected with this act which may 
very well influence us in our action. I repeat, 
| there is no fund here out of which compensation 
can be made. If there had been a fund, | have 
not the slightest doubt that the rescuers would 


| 


$60,000 have been distributed among the officers || have obtained a far greater amount of compensa- 
and crew of two ships; and, | believe, some $2,000 |, tion than that which the select committee reported. 


It was reported upon the | 


duced, to give my objections and my reasons | 
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salvage was awarded, where no life was at Stake 
merely for the salvation of property; but, sip’ 
situated as we are here, soon to be the levees com. 
mercial Power on earth, it is highly Important 
that we should embrace, not that we should loge 
an opportunity to show our readiness to reward 
actions of this kind. In speaking of the moral 
greatness of the transaction, I will remind the 
Senate that there have been two or three expres. 
sions used in modern naval warfare which have 
been handed down to posterity, and kindled the 
hearts of those who were called to engage in bat. 
tle. You recollect distinctly the flag which Ny. 
son spread out before his fleet-—** England expects 
that every man will do his duty.” You recotlee, 
also the last words of our own hero: * Don’tgive 
up the ship.”” When we recollect words of this 
kind, and see how they spur men forward to acis 
of bravery under all circumstances in which the 

may be placed, we ought to recollect with much 
pleasure the words of the captain of the Three 
Bells, which the chairman of the committee has « 

well described in his report. Finding his yoicg 
drowned by the storm, he bade the men to moun, 
the rigging and give them three cheers, the only 
indication which he could throw out that he would 
not desert the wreck. There was a moral greqi. 
ness in that, and we should reward it in a suitable 
manner. 

The honarable Senator from Louisiana has 
spoken of the extravagance of the reward pro- 

osed. Sir, this was a most extraordinary case, 
It is the first case, and the only one that has ever 
occurred in the history of our Government; and, 
as | before remarked, as the first commercial 
Power on earth, who have more tons afloat than 
any other nation, it is peculiarly incumbent upon 
us to show ourselves always willing to induce 
men to go out when no certain reward can pos- 
sibly arise from the property saved, in order to 
save lives. 

| The Senator from California, in his argument 
upon the subject, seems to look at the amount. 
Should we hesitate about the amount in interests 
of this kind ? Can wereward these men atall? Can 
any amount that we can reasonably give reward 
conduct of this kind? Sir, there are thousands 
of men upon the ocedn who would be exceedingly 
happy to perform the service for nothing, without 
hope of reward. Their generosity would lead 
them to do it; but that is no reason why we 
should not reward them. 

The argument is also adduced, that the people 
have come forward and rewarded these parties. 
Is that any reason why the Government of the 
United States should not manifest, in its capacity 
as a Government, its appreciation of this conduct! 
No, sir. If it be any argument at all, it isa 
stronger one in favor of the proposition. The 
people themselves have spontaneously set an ex- 
ample as to what we should do. Should we hesi- 

, tate, as a Government, to acknowledge the pro- 
priety of the conduct which the people have sp- 
proved? I say that if there is any validity in the 
argument atall, it renders it more incembent upon 
the Government to make the reward. I shall 
have no hesitation in voting for the resolution. — 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 move to amend the substi- 

|| tute of the Senator from California by inserting: 

That the President be authorized to appropriate a sum 

|| not exceeding $20,000, 

Mr. GWIN. The second section, I believe, 
authorizes the President of the United States 
give medals to the different parties, and to pay for 
them out of any money in the Treasury not other 

| wise appropriated. The Senator can attain his 

| object by adding a proviso that this sum shall 
not exceed $20,000. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the amendment to the 
amendment in the following form: 

| And thatsuch an amount of money, not exceeding $20,000, 
as may be necessary to carry out the object of the resolu: 
tion, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
| money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
| Mr. GWIN. [am willing to accept that. I 

| Mr. SEWARD. I hope the amendment ¥! 

‘not be agreed to. After we have seen the expres 

| sions and manifestations of gratitude whieh have 
| been given by the citizens of the United States © 
| these meritorious men, it does seem to me that 
| would be much more satisfactory to the woo 
| that we should award nothing at all, than — “ 
should differ upon the sum, and cut it down fro 
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